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STATEMENT ON THE BANNING OF THE MILITANT 
AND LABOR ACTION 


S reported in recent weeks, the 
Post Office authorities held up 
a mamber of issues of The Militant and 
later also of Labor Action, organs of 
the Socialist Workers Party and the 
Workers Party, respectively. While 
we are sharply and irreconcilably op- 
posed to both these organizations, no 
less so than to the Socialist Party ani 
the Stalinist Party, and regard all 
these parties as incurably opportunist, 
we are not indifferent, nor can we be 
indifferent to the attempts of the 
capitalists to suppress these 
publications. 


We are motivated exclusively by 
political considerations. Attacks by 
the capitalist "democratic" author- 
ities upon any political current 
within the working class at bottom are 
directed at tne working class itself. 
The capitalist suppression of free 
speech robs the workers of the possible 
lity of freely studying different ideas 
and programs and making a free choice 
of the tendency to follow. On the one 
hand, if the Marxist tendency is  at- 
tacked, the harm to the cause of tne 
proletariat is too obvious to require 
elucidation. On the other hand, the 
capitalist persecution of opportunist 
tendenciss harms the workers be- 
cause it reinforces the illusion 
that these tendenciss are truly 
revolutionary and therefore fall 
under the persecution of the class 
enemy. Moreover, these attacks are 
used by the opportunist leaders to 
embellish their masquerade as revolu- 
tionariese Such undoubtedly was the 
case in China in 1927. The ferocious 
suppression of the Chinese Stalinist 
Party left the firm conviction in the 
mind. of many workers throughout the 
world that the Stalinist Party was the 
authentic revolutionary leader of the 
toilers. As amatter of fact, it was 
precisely that Party, as a tool of the 
counter-revolutionary Soviet burocracy, 
which laid the ground for the destruc- 
tion of the Chinese revolution and its 


own suppression. Not one iota differ- 
ent in a political sense was the case 
of the suppression of the Stalinist 
and Socialist parties by Hitler, Mus- 
solini and Franco. Many workers re- 
tained the illusion that these parties 
were real battlers against Fascism, 
whereas these parties in actuality 
paved the way for Fascism by their 
reactionary policies. 


Freedom of the press is not an 
abstract but a concrete and above all 
a class question. Depending upon the 
point of view, freedom of the press 
can be found everywhere today, There 
is complete “freedom of the press" in 
Germany today — for Hitler and the 
Nazis. Under capitalist "democracy" a 
limited amount of freedom of the pres 
is allotted at times not only to 
pseudo—revolutionary currents but even 
to Marxism. But the sham nature of 
this freedom comes into full view dur- 
ing sharp turns in historical develop-— 
ment. Then under the guise of defend- 
ing freedom of expression even the 
limited amount of that freedom is 
taken away. The workers then gre 
regaled with the spectacle of the 
leaders of capitalist "democracy" 
standing up in public and boasting of 
"inviolable freedom" of the press 
while their burocratic functionaries 
suppress the publications of news- 
papers criticising the official policy. 


Fascism suppresses all the rights 
of the workers and all the freedom of 
expression, except its om, by brutal | 
means,.through unprecedented bloody 
tortures and murders. Capitalist 
"democracy" suppresses liberties at 
first by underhand, sneaky methods, 
then by more open and violent means, 
and gradually prepares the situation 


for Fascism to take over. History 
clearly teaches this fact. Such was 
the case in Germany where the domoc- 


ratic republican government prepared 
the ground for Hitler. Be it remem 
bered that the President of that re- 
public, elected primarily by the So- 
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clialist votes, "democratically" opened 
the door to Fascism by placing th 
Nazis in power. Such was the caso in 
France in 1939. Freedom of the press 
was avolished, the Stalinists and 
otner corrents and parties were sup- 
pressed ~ all in tne name of democracy 
- and the French imperialists opened 
the gates to Hitler and the Gestapo to 
estabbish fascism in France. 


A glaring example of the hypocri- 
sy of capitalist-democratic freedoms, 
of the fact that capitalist ‘democracy" 
in the present epoch paves the road to 
Fascism, was recorded in Spain. Need 
less to arguo, had the Spanish working 
class beon led to form a Soviet Repub 
lic based on real toilers' democracy, 
Franco might never have come to domi- 
nate Spain, and the power of Fascism 
might have been shaken in Italy and in 
Germany. Unfortunately the Spanish 
worxing class was caught in a Stalin- 
ist-Socialist trap. The Spanish toil- 
ers were tricked into following the 
policy of setting up a capitalist 
"democracy" which took Franco and 
other Fascists under its wing and even 
placed them in govarnment posts. This 
Spanish capitalist’ democracy paralyzed 
the workers! efforts to crush Fascism. 
This Stalinist—Socialist-—-Republic an 
"democracy" gradually suppressed all 
freedoms in Loyalist Spain and benind 
the shield of this suppression and en 
forced confidence in its policy, sabo- 
taged tho fight against Franco. As a 


regutt the bloody hands of Hitler and 
Mussolini as well as the hands of 
reaction in other countries were 
satrengthenede 

Finally, we believe it is our 


duty to state that Cannon and Shacht- 
man, tho respective leaders of the So~ 
cialist Workers Party and the Workere 
Party, bear a share of responsibility 
for the unprecedonted rise of reactions 
Within the space of this statement it 
is impossible to go into detail to 
show point by point how the policies 
of thess leaders served to prop up Tre~ 
action. One example will suffice. We 
have montioned Spanish "democracy" 
which proved to be a treacherous, counte 
er-revolutionary force that upheld 
capitalist slavery and opened the road 
to Fascism in Spain. On the political 


nature of capitalist "democracy" Can- 
non and Shachtman need not be lectured. 
These people who show great familiari- 
ty with the documents of the Comin- 
tern know Lenin's thesis on capitalist 
"democracy". This thesis was- the 
major line of the founding Congress of 
the Third International. Lenin never 
abandoned his line on bourgeois—democ— 
racy. On an anniversary of the found- 
ing of the Third International he 
repeated his ideas on the subject: 
"Bourgeois democracy can be backed 
only by those who support capitalist 
slavery." The Trotskyites made the 
admission that bourgeois-democracy in 
this period of capitalism paves the 
way for Fascism: "To admit the truth 
would be to confess that bourgeois 
democracy is not the opposite of fas- 
cism, but paves the way for fesciem in 
this epoch of capitalist decay." 
Militant, May 24, 1941.) 


That is true. It is clear that 
people who gawe support to Spanin 
bourgeois democracy really helped to 
pave the way for Fascism in Spain and 
strengthsned the fascisation of other 
countries. Such, precisely, was the 
role of the Trotskyite leaders — by 
their own inadvertant confession} Re~ 
ferring to the Civil War in Spain and 
calling themselves “revolutionar y 
Marxists," the Trotskyites stated: 


"In that struggle, by the way, 
the revolutionary Marxists were in 
favor of giving material support to 
the Spanish Loyalists because we 
recognized it to be a struggle bet- 
ween fascism and capitalist democ- 
racy and between the two we prefer 
the latter." (The Militant, May 24, 


Se 


1941. Our emphasis.) 


The thesis that in Spain the 
struggle was between capitalist democ- 
racy and Fascism was a Stalinist fraud. 
In actuality capitalist democracy in 
Spain paved the way for Fascism, per- 
forming the same function it had per- 
formed previously in Germany and still 
earlier in Italy. The fight in Spain 
was between the capitalist reaction 
led by Franco and the toiling masses 
misled by the "democratic" republicans, 
Stalinists and Socialist burocrats. 
These treacherous misleaders prevented 
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the wrkers from establishing a work- 
ers’ reputllic and attached the masses 
to capitalist democracy. In teaching 
the workers to prefer capitalist 
"democracy" Cannon and Shachtman aided 
the Republican—Stalinist—Social i st 
betrayers to confine the masses within 
the framowork of capitalist slavery 
and thus facilitated the victory of 
Franco. 


Ths grim irony of history is that 
reaction boomerangs against the very 
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people who promote it; the tragedy of 
history is that it hits primarily the 
workerg wno are the victims of oppor- 
tunist traps and betrayals. The soon- 
er the Trotskyite workers arrive at 
the realization of the reactionary 
character of Cannon’s and Shachtman's 
policies the sooner will a real strug- 
gle commence against "democratic" and 
Fascish imperialist reaction. 
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WHAT IS THE SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY 


N many major questions the So- 

cialist Workers Party has more 

than one position. A good example is 

the question of what Party is to lead 

the workers in a struggle against the 
capitalists. 


In general the Trotskyite leaders 
get their followers to believe that 
the Socialist Workers Party is the 
Party which conducts a fundamental 
struggle against the capitalist class. 
Every advanced worker familiar with 
the history of class struggle knows 
that there can be only one Party lead~ 
ing the fight against the capitalists. 
The Trotskyite leaders, however, trans= 
cend this Marxist axiom. Today, they 
focus the attention of their follow- 
ers upon the building of a party sepa~ 
rate and apart from the Socialist 
Workers Party to carry on a fight 
against the capitalist class. This 
separate party the Trotskyite leaders 
envisage is a Labor Party. They paint 
@ picture of the development of a Lab- 
or Party in America, making it appear 
it can be different from the pro- 
capitalist British Labor Party,capable 
of clashing on fundamentals with the 
capitalist clagss 


"A Labor Party which arises in 
the America of today must tend to come 
into collision on fundamentals with 
the capitalist class. This is the 
epoch of the death agony of capit- 
alism. The war is an expression of 
this death agony A Labor Party, 
like that of England arising during 
a period when capitalism still 
seemed endowed with indefinite pos- 
sibilities of expansion, could com= 
fortably adapt itself to a cHpital- 
ist outlook. But a Labor Party 
arising in America during the pre- 
cipitous decline of world capital- 
ism can have a very different 

vdevelopment." (Fourth Internation- 
al, November 1942, p. 326) 


It is clear that this pro-Labor 
Party thesis of the S.W.P. is really 


nothing more than a prognosis. No 
specific,actually existing Labor Party 
is indicated by the S.W.P. as coming 
"into collision on fundamentals with 
the capitalist class." Other state— 
ments could be cited to show that a 
specific Labor Party as the American 
Labor Party in New York is condemned 
by the Trotskyites for its programme 
and policies (though the S.W.P. never- 
theless periodically urges the workers 
to vote for candidates of the ..AsLeP.). 
Therefore, the thesis of the S.W.P. 
leaders on the Labor Party boils down 
to @& prediction as to the possible 
course of development of what they 
call a "real independent Labor Party." 


This is not the first time that 
the Trotskyite leaders have dealt with 
the issue of the Labor Party. About 
seven years ago they presented an en=- 
tirely different prognosis from the 
current one. In the New International 
for March 1935, the Trotskyites pub= 
lished an article "The Problem of the 
Labor Party" in which they delivered a 
powerful blast against the whole con= 
cept of a Labor Party. 


Discussing the subject in the 
light of British and American experi-~ 
ences, the 1935 article arrived at the 
very opposite prognosis from the one 
the Trotskyites offer today: 


“The only gemiine labor party is 
the party of revolutionary Marxism. 
Past experiences in this country —- 
not to mention the experiences in 
other lands} -—- éhow that the evo~ 
lution of the British Labour party, 
namely, its degeneration from a 
great progressive force which sepa~ 
rated the proletariat politically 
from the bourgeoisie to a reaction~ 
ary obstacle to progress which ties 
the proletariat politically to the 
bourgeoisie, is accomplished in the 
United States under conditions of 
capitalist decline in a far more 
telescoped period of time." 


The 1935 article took cognizance 
of the tremendous changes which have 
occurred in the last half century and 
denounced those who attempted to 
ignore these changes and foist upon 
the workers a policy which has become 
obsolete: 


"To attempt to foist upon the 
American revolutionary movement the 
obsolete advice given by Engels to 
the Marxist emigrants in the United 
States of fifty yearsa@o, and to 
conclude from it that it is our 
task to found a Labor Party now, is 
to do violence to the whole spirit 


of Marxism, is to ignore the tre- 
mendous changes that have taken 
place throughout the world (the 


United States not excepted) in 
capitalism, in the labor movement 
and in the revolutionary movement." 
(Ibid.) 


The conclusion drawn by the Trotsky- 
ite leaders was that Marxists mst not 
initiate or support the building of a 
Labor Party: 


"For, it is not the business of 
the revolutionary Marxists, above 
all in the present stage of the re~ 
lationship between capitalist dis 
integration and social reformism, 
to initiate or to help organize and 
found in addition to their own 
party another party for the ‘second 
class citizens,! for the ‘backward 
workers,' a "Labor! Party, i.6., @ 
third capitalist party, even if 
composed predominantly of workers." 
(Ibid. ) 


Another article in 1935 categos— 
ically declared the Labor Party would 
be a reformist obstacle from which 
nothing could be expected except 
futile reformist endeavors? 


",..,.as all history proves, a 
Labor Party even when it hasa 
genuine trade union base, is a re- 
formist party and nothing else can 
be exvected from it... 

"Its main function would be to 
canalize the discontent of the 
working class into more or less 
futile reformist endeavors and to 
swerve the movement from the revo~ 


lutionary path." (New Internation- 
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al, August 1935, p. 146) 


This position, though advanced by 
the Trotskyite leaders only as a paper 
proposition to be cast aside at the 
first convenient moment, is neverthe~ 
less correct. 


Has anything changed since 1935 
which would make the anti-Labor Party 
prognosis given then by the Trotskyite 


leaders incorrect or a _ political 
anachronism? Have the past seven 
years presented even the slightest 


basis for believing that a Labor Party 
can have what the Trotskfites now call 
"a very different development" from 
the reactionary British Labor Party? 
There is not a single fact im ths 
whole history of the past seven years 
which justifies the most minute hope 
that a Labor Party can be anything but 


a reformist, i.6., pro-capitalist 
organization. What is the best proof? 
Concrete objective facts eéedily 


available to those who want to see. 
Look at the A.L.P.d: This organizatim 
originated in 1936, only a year after 
the Trotskyites prognosticated that a 
Labor Party in the United States must 
repeat the development of the reac~ 
tionary British Labor Party in tele- 
scoped time, that the whole idea of a 
Labor Party is a violation of Marxism, 
that Marxists mst hot initiate or 
support the building of a Labor Party. 
Since its foundation in 1936, the 
A. Le P. has fulfilled the Trotskyist 
prognosis of the year before in every 
single detail. 


4 jingo, class-collaborationist, 
pro~capitalist, burocratic machine di- 
vided between the Social Democratic 
liberal clique and the Stalinist gane . 
such is the Smerican Labor Party, 
Mevertheless, though its 1935 anti- 
Labor Party prognosis has been corro- 
borated to the letter by the concrete 
unfolding of events, the Trotskyite 
leadership now stand on a pro-Labor 
Party prognosis. In a word, having 
kmown the truth in advance and then 
seeing it unfold before their very 
eyes the Trotskyite leaders are deli-~ 
berately dangling mirages before the 
workers, entangling them in a chase 
after false hopes. This is what the 
line of the S.W.P. adds up to when di- 
bested of its "Marxist" verbiage. 


* 8 * 


BRIEF review of the history of 


the American Trotskyist movew. 
ment will reveal & num 
ber of its high-vaulting political 
feats not only with the Labor Party 
thesis, but also with the Socialist 
Party, with the Stalinist Party, and 


with all sorts of fake progressives. 
When the Trotsky group was expelled by 
the lLovestone crew of political char~ 
latans, Cannon, Shachtman and Abern, 
the leaders of the group, set up 4 
"fraction of the Communist Party" giv- 
ing support to the Stalinist machine 
headed by the Lovestone leadership. 
After Stalin kicked out Lovestone and 
installed in power the equally putrid 
but the less autonomy-minded Browder 
Foster gang, Cannon, Abern and Shacht— 
man continued their line of supporting 
the Stalinist trap called the Commn- 
ist Party: 


"In the past, when we were a 
faction of the Third International 
endeavoring to reform that body, we 
generally supported the candidates 


of Stalinism." (The Militant , 
October 13, 1934) 


Here is a vivid illustration of 
how they gave support to Staliniam. 
During the course of the elections in 
1931 the Trotskyite newspaper engaged 
in the following sort of electioneer- 
ing for the Stalinist party, whose op~ 
portunist program, they knew, was 
centered around the reactionary fake 
theory of "Socialism in one country" : 


"The Communist party is the only 
one in the field that has not wait~ 
ed for the elections to give 'pro= 
mises! to the workers. Alone it 
has endeavored to mobilize the 
hard-pressed labor movement for mi~- 
litant resistance to the capitalist 
offensive, day in and day out. It 
alone embodies the link between the 
daily struggle of the workers and 
their final struggle for complete 
emancipation from capitalist op- 
pression, It alone has earned the 
suffrage of the working class, 

"It is for the principles of 
Communism, for its militant struge 
gle against the capitalist class, 


because of the fact that it is our 
party, the only fighting revolution— 
ary party, the only workers! party, 
that it behooves every worker to 
support it in the elections." (The 
Militant, October 24, 1931) 


Only three months before Hitler came 
to power chiefly through the treachery 
of Stalinism, the Trotskyite leaders 
were still electioneering for the 
Stalinist Party: 


"Our differences with the party's 
policy, which isolates it from the 
masses and impedes the development 
of the revolutionary movement in 
this and other countries, cannot 
eliminate the fact that the Commun~ 
ist Party is the only working class 
perty which stands for the inter-~ 
ests of the working class today and 
tomorrow. 

"The Left Opposition therefore 
ranges itself alongside its party 
and calls upon every worker to cast 
his vote for his party, the Commun~ 
ist party!" (The Militant, Oct. 29, 
1932 


The Trotskyite leaders did not 
even attempt to analyze the details of 
the Stalinist opportunist pletform, 
and did not expose the deadly truth 
that every vote for that party poli- 
tically and historically represented 
a vote for intensifying the Stalinist 
plague. Their opportunist, utterly 
pro-Stalinist work is attested to by 
their own statement: 


"In general the League did not 
attempt to go into a criticism of 
the details of the C.P.'# election 
platform. We were concerned mainly 
that the workers give the C.P.their 
support since, primarily, every 
such vote meant a vote for revolu- 
tion." (The Militant, October 20 , 
1934) 


It does not require mich argument 
to prove that the very opposite effect 
was produced by having the werkers 
vote for the Stalinist C.P. Sach vote 
represented a vote not for revolution 
but for reaction and blackest counter= 
revolution. 


* % * 


HEN the Comintern had accomplish— 

ed one of the blackest betrayals 

in the history of politics, bringing 

Fascist rule upon the German prolet~ 

ariat, the line of "Bolshevizing" the 
Comintern became untenable. 


The Stalinist Party was glaringly 
incurable. A Labor Party, the Trot-= 
skyites themselves declared, could be 
nothing but a brake upon the workers! 
struggle against capitalism. Was it 
to be perhaps the Trotskyite party — 
at that time the Workers Party led by 
Cannon-Shachtman? No The Trotskyite 
"Bolsheviks," who professed to shape a 
revolutionary instrument for the toil~ 
ing masses along the irreconcilable 
pattern established by Lenin, suddenly 
declared they obligated themselves to 
make a Bolshevik organization out of — 
the Socialist Party! All along, and 
even as late as April 1936, the Trot- 
skyite leaders correctly adjudged So- 
cial democracy to be bankrupt. They 
insisted upon a sharp break with that 
rotten, treacherous movement: 


"It is necessary not merely to 
understand that social-democratic 
reformism is bankrupt; but, posi- 
tively, to break sharply from So~ 


cial-Democracy." (The New Militant, 
April 18, 1936) 


But a few weeks later these self~ 
styled "“Bolshevik—Leninists" made ‘a 
sharp about-face. They crawled into 
the stinking corpse, calling for its 
transformation into a party of revolu- 
tionary fight for Socialism: 


‘We obligate ourselves to work 
loyally and devotedly to build the 
Socialist Party into a powerful, 
united organization in the revolu- 
tionary struggle for Socialism." 
(The New Militant, June 6, 1936) 


Tmis, the MTrotskyite Workers 
Party was buried by Cannon and Shacht~ 
man in the Social Democratic Organiza~ 
tion. ; 


Not only did the Trotskyite lead- 
ers reverse themselves on the question 
of the Social Democracy, but they 
cynically discarded the correct thesis 
on the independence of the party. Not 


very long before they joined the So- 
cialist Party, they wrote: 


"Complete and unconditional po- 
litical and organizational independ- 
ence of a revolutionary party is 
the first prerequisite for its suc- 


cess." (L. Trotsky, The Militant, 
Jamaary 27, 1934, p. ie 


The unprincipledness of the Trote- 
skyite dive into the Socialist Party 
is quite evident. 


After a period of hibernation in 
the "stinking corpse," the stench be- 
came a bit too strong for the honest 
and quite discontented Trotskyite work- 
ers. When the Socialist Party which 
the Trotskyites allegedly delegated 
themselves to transform into "a power~ 
ful, united organization in the revo- 
lutionary struggle for Socialism," 
came out in support of the New Dealer, 
La Guardia, the Trotskyite leaders 
were compelled to demr. In conse~ 
quence, the Trotsky group became "in- 
dependent" by having themselves expel- 
led. Then came the se) port 
to reformist swindlers as in 
California, support to labor fakers 
Martin, Lewis and to lesser agents of 
imperialism, winding up recently with 
a vote fora Tammany Hall _ stooge, 
Alfange. 


And while the Trotskyites head 
been for years putting down in words 
that Stalinism is a plegue, and the 
chief plague at that — "Stalinism is 
today the chief plague of the working 
class movement" (Leon Trotsky, The New 
International,August 1935) —in deeds 
the Trotskyite opportunists struck up 
horse deals with the Stalinist buro- | 
crats ‘in the trade union field (Local 
302 of the Food Workers Union) and 
sent their followers to the polls to 
vote for Eugene Connolly, Browder's 
stooge in the Stalinist- controlled 
section of the A.L.P. Whenever and 
wherever possible the Trotskyite lead- 
ers behind a smoke-screen of sham cri- 
ticism propped up Stalinism under the 
pretext that such support was serving 
the interest of the workers. 


The American Trotskyites recently 
celebrated the fourteenth anniversary 


of their tendency in the United States. 
Having pf&loted their honest followers 
along an amazingly winding path, Can- 
non, Shachtman and their associates 
for a period (1928-1929) tied their 
trusting victims to the counter-revow 
lutionary trap operated by Lovestone. 
They continued attaching their follow 
ers to the same trap when Browder took 
it over. Following their brief soli- 
tude Cannon and his henchmen led their 
victims into unity with Reverend Muste 
with whom they formed amidst much fan— 
fare a new "Bolshevik" organization, 
the Workers Party. Then they guided 
their followers and what few Musteites 
remained with them into the camp of 
Social Democracy. Back to "independ- 
ence" again the Trotskyite self-styled 
"Leninists," in the fifteenth year of 
their "Bolshevism,"have found for their 
victims another mirage to chase: a 
Labor Party-to-be, which as they had 
promised in the case of the Stalinist 
Party, their own Workers Party, and 
the Socialist Party, they now say will 
approach the issue of Power! Only 
yesterday they gave lip service to the 
correct position that in the epoch of 
the decline of capitalism a "Labor 
Party" can be nothing but a tool of 
reaction. Today the Trotskyite leaders 
deceive their followers with stories 
that a "Labor Party" can be an instru~ 
ment of struggle for the overthrow of 
capitalism 


For fourteen years American 
radical workers have been falling into 
the opportunist trap khom as the 
Trotsky organization. During those 
years great events have passed over 
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the scene of history. To date the sum 
total of these events has spelled dis- 
aster for the toilers, Class conscious 
workers will ask themselves to what 
extent have they added to the power of 
the workers to resist their class foes 
in this period of black world-wide re- 
action. What can the thinking, honest 
Trotskyist worker say upon frankly and 
unflinchingly taking stock of the 
fourteen years of the existence of the 
American Trotsky group? The Trotsky 
leadership during these vital years 
has led its followers on a ceaseless 
series of wild goose chases. Posing 
as an independent revolutionary ten- 
dency, the Trotsky group has acted as 
a medium for attaching the workers to 
a big variety of forms of reaction 
ranging from Stalinism through Social 
Democracy to the jingo American Labor 
Party. Fourteen years of support to 
reaction = this is a precise summary 
of the fourteen years-of the existence 
of the American Trotsky group. To the 
extent of their énfluence, the Cannons 
and Shachtmans have materially added 
in bringing about the present profound 
political paralysis of the masses. 


What, then, is the "Socialist 
Workers Party" headed by Cannon? Shorn 
of all disguise,it is a product of the 
degeneration of the Comintern, with 
this Party's pokitical roots buried in 
Trotsky's role in the Stalinist buroce 
ratization of the Soviet Union. The 
patient study of Trotsky's role opens 
up to view the whole internal politic~ 
al corruption of this branch of pro- 
Stalinist opportunism. The path toward 
the elimination of the degenerated 
Comintern lies through the winning of 
the advanced workers from the Trotsky—- 
ist current which for two deca es has 
served as a lightning-rod for the 
Comintern counter-revolution. 


George Marlen 


A REPLY TO SHACHTMAN 


E & polemical series called "China 
In the War," Max Shachtman ac 
cuses one of the contributors to THE 
BULLETIN,G, Marlen, of being "the mas— 
ter of Pseudo-Marxian Thaumaturgy and 
Obfuscation." One might imagine from 
this kind of writing that Shachtman is 
a@ strict dealer in objective facts. 
The way Shachtman handled the specific 
point around which he wrote in the 
course of making his accusation, how- 
ever, is a better measure of his poli~ 
tical character than are his linguis- 
tic acrobatics. 


Shachtman chose to quote an ar= 
ticle by Marlen called "Labor Action's 
Own Facts on Malaya and Burma," pubd= 
lished in THE BULLETIN of September 
1942, As the title of the article in- 
dicates, the Shachtmanite paper was 
accused of spreading fictions about 
the events in Malaya and Burma. The 
charges against Jabor Action were 
based on certain statements it made 
concerning the British imperialists! 
role in the Japanese occupation of 
Malaya and Burma. The Shachtmanites 
have the position that there is a real 
war in progress amongst the imperial~ 
ists, like in 1914-1918. The semi- 
colonial country, China, according to 
Shachtman's line, is a participant in 
this "Second Imperialist War" asa tail 
to the "democratic" kite, a mere pawn 
in the Anglo-American imperialists! 
game. As one of the vital "proofs" of 
the Shachtman line, Labor Action made 
the claim that the "democratic" imper— 
falists used the GAdnase troops against 
the Japanese in Burma and Malaya. En 


ploying the term "we to mean the 
"democratic" imperialists, Jabor dc- 


tion wrote: 


"Today, when we seek to use Chi- 
na's masses and China's soldiers in 
the imperialist war (the use of 
Chinese troops to retain Burma for 
the British Empire is an excellent 
example of what we lave in mind)..! 
(Labor Action, July 20, 1942) 

", . ewe found Chinese troops 


were mighty handy for use in Malaya, 

Burma and a few other points. They 

could serve well in the imperialist : 
struggle with Japan." (Ibia.) 


Marlen, in THE BULLETIN, exposed 
these Shachtmanite statements as sheer 
inventions. Marlen presented material 
in which the bourgeois press itself 
revealed that the British rulers re~ 
fused to use the bigChinese force that 
was available. 


Which was the obfuscationist in 
this matter -~ THE BULLETIN or the 
Shachtman paper, Labor Action? Let us 
see what Shachtman himself had to say 
subsequently concerning this affair. 


In his series,"China In the War," 
(October 1942) where he charges Marlen 
with being a perverter of facts, 
Shachtman deals with this question of 
the Chinese troops. But we find that 
Shachtman without any announcement of 
the fact, has now taken a position 
which completely reverses that of Labor 
Action of July 20, 1942, quoted above, 
Shachtman now suddenly writes of — 


", . .the very well known fact 
that in spite of its desperate 
plight during the Japanese invasion 
of Burma, the British military com 
mand hesitated up to the last mih- 
ute to send into battle the 'Chin- 
ese mechanized wits made available 
in Chinese Kunming for use in the 
Burmese campaign and, at the very 
end, allowed a small number to en- 
ter, with British agents standing 
at the border counting them as they 
passed by." (New International, 
October 1942, p. 275) 


Shachtman goes on to speak of — 
", . this business of the Eng- 
lish refusing to permit more than 
a few Chinese into Burma," (Ibid.) 


Further on he states that — 
", . the British hesitated as 
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much te eall upon Chinese natives 
in Singapore as they did Chiang's 
troops." (Ibid.) 


And finally, Shachtman tells of — 


", . .the refusal of the British 
to work militarily with the Chinese 
in Burma." (Ybid.) 


This, Shachtman inadvertently vic- 
dicates the charges made by Marien 
against Labor Action of July 20, 1942. 


Had Shachtman changed his posi- 
tion on this point openly and honestly 
no issue could be made of it in itself 
But the maneuver was executed in typi-~- 
cal opportunist manner, Shachtman 
keeps utterly silent about the fic- 
tions presented in Labor Action of Ju- 
ly 20, 1942 and hopes that the reader 
either never saw them or has forgotten 
them. Nowhere does he in any way men- 
tion or refer to Labor "3 hokum, 
refuted by Marlen, about the British 
use of the Chinese troops in Burma and 
Malaya, Meanwhile, he accused others 
of being obfuscationists,. 
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ifs Shachtmanite dishonesty , 
which is indicative of the political 
character of the Workers Party leader- 
ship, is by no means the whole point 
involved. How does it happen that it 
was Yebor Action and not THE BULLETIN 
which cooked up phantasies concerning 
the Burma-Malaye affair? Was this an 
accident or did it flow from two op~ 
posite political lines, one, Labo? dc- 
tion's, which is @heed on invented 
situations, the other, THE BULLETIN'S, 
based on objective facts?Let us grant, 
for the sake of the argument, that 
when Labor Action of July 20, 1942 was 
written, the facts on SBurma-Malaya 
were not yet Imown. MHevertheless, 
there ia still the question of why La~ 
bor Action invented this particular 
kind of story, the yarn that the Brit- 
ish imperialists used the Chinese 
troops against the Japanese in Burma 
and Malaya, 


As we have mentioned, the Shacht~ 
man group holds that there is a real 
war in progress amongst the imperial 
ists similar to that of 1914-1918 and 


that China is merely a tail to tBx 
"democratic" kite. The fable about 
the British use of Chinese troops e— 
gainst the Japanese obviously flowed 
organically from the need to make the 
Shachtmanite line look plausible, It 
is significant to observe that in 1914 
1918 nobody had to fabricate tales a—- 
bout the imperialists’ use of colonial 
troops. In those days of real, inter- 
imperialist war, the colonial troops 
were used by the hundreds of thousands 
on wide fronts. It is indicative of 
the present situation that "Marxiste" 
@ ile Shiehtman have to make up myths 
to give the appearance of reality to 
their line of "the-war-like-that-of- 
1914-1918." 


@hachtman had to eat the words of 
his own Labor Action, eharacteristical- 
ly concealing the maneuver behind a 
smokescreen of self-assured-sounding 
verbiage. What he lacks in facts he 
makes up in sarcasm. He presents the 
position of THE BULLETIN on the present 
situation as follows? 


"According to him [Marlen], there 
4s but one war going on: the war 
between the allied imperialists 
(Englend, Germany, France, Italy, 
America, Japan) on one side, and 
Soviet Russia andChina on the other 
side. Literally? Yes, literally) 
You don't mean that? Yes, we do, 
or at least Marlen does. You mean 
that the battles between England 
and Germany, Germany and Poland, 
Italy and Greece,Greece and Germany, 
Germany and France, Belgium, Bele 
land, Scandinavia,the United States 
and Japan,Japan and England — that 
all these battles are a fake? Yes, 
exactly and literally, at least ac- 
cording to Marlene SBut surely you 
don't mean <= Excuse please, but we 
do mean it, at least Marlen does. 
Then the whole thing — Yes, the 
whole thing is a fraud, a show, @ 
facade, a trick, a bitter joke. 
The imperialists are not fighting 
among themselves at all. The fact 
is -— Marlen has it on a reliable 
tip — that the imperialists 
are secretly allied, and they have 
an agreement to help Germany crush 
Russia and Japan crush China, and 

then all will be well with the world. 
But thie is dirty business! Yes, 
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and to cover it up they are going 
through an elaborate pretense at 
fighting each other. But try as 
they will, they won't fool Marlen, 
Shachtman? Yes! Marlen? No}! 
(Max Shachtman, "China In the War," 


The New International,October,1942, 
pe 275) 


Clearly, if punctuation marks were 
facts, Marlen's position would be torn 
to shreds by this barrage. Let us 
penetrate this cloud of words and ex~ 
tract what is pertinent and correct, 
leaving fiction aside. Against Mar- 
len's line that the imperialists are 
shamming in their “war" amongst them 
selves, Shachtman marshals the follow 
ing battles: 1. England and Germany, 
2. Germany and Poland, 3. Italy and 
Greece, 4 Greece and Germany , 
5. Germany and France, Belgium, Hol- 
land, Scandinavia, 6. The United 

States and Japan, 7. Japan and Ing~ 
land. This is truly an imposing array 
— if the facts concerned were as 
Shachtman makes them appear. What are 
the facts, however? 


In previous issues of THE BULLE- 
TIN we have dealt at length with these 
situations; we shall give here only 
a brief summary of the concrete facts 
we previously have presented and shall 
leave the reader to refer to THE BUL~ 
LETIN for the main bulk of the speci~ 
fic documentary material. We shall 
consider al] the situations listed by 
Shachtman,. 
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pres, the battle between Germany 

and Poland, When Shachtman 
lists this as something THE BULLETIN 
holds to be a sham, he simoly falsi~ 
fies THE BULLETIN'S position. The con~ 
sistent position of all the contribu 
tors to THE BULLETIN is that the war 
in Poland was militarily actual, al- 
though politically it was reactionary 
on both sides. 


In an article by Marlen dated on~ 
ly eight days after the September 1939 
declaration of "war" by Chamberlain- 
Daladier, the actual war, confined to 
Poland, is contrasted to the make-be~ 
lieve war between the "democratic" and 
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Fascist ruling cliques: 


"Numerous signs, mltiplging,un~ 
mistakeably attest to the fact that: 
the actual war is confined to Po- 
land, while the 'war! between Ger— 
man and French and British imperial- 
ism is a make-believe war." ("Why 
the Mock War In the West," THE: 
BULLETIN, July-September 1939, pp. 
4-5, Article dated September 11, 
1939) 


To give another example. Early 
in 1942, an article by Crane and Hun~ 
ter, described the actual war in Po~ 
lands 


"The gigantic Anglo-French naval 
forces, the combined ‘Allied! air 
fleets,the huge French land forces, 
were held inactive, while real war 
raged in Poland." (THE BULLETIN, 
March 1942, p. 9) 


On this point, however, Shachtman 
is guilty of falsifying a subsidiary 
point in the total position of THE 3BUL 
LETIN, 


Actual war raged in Poland in 
September 1939. But does this prove 
that amongst the big imperialist pow- 
ers there is — or was from September 
1939 —- @ real war? What were the Ange 
lo-French imperialists doing while 
their "ally" Poland was being ravaged 
with fire and sword? 


While Hitler devastated Poland, 
the "democratic" powers on the Western 
"Front" reported attempts to "seek con- 
tact® with the Nazi "enemy," they 
fired some artillery and entered a 
small wood in Saarbrucken and abandon- 
ed it without a fight, they dropped 
leaflets over Germany, and so on: and 
so forth. And when Poland was crushed, 
there set in the notorious "Sitzkrieg! 
dayse The huge French army was kept 
in idleness, playing checkers, reading 
detective stories, and the like. The 
British forces played a similar role, 
Not a finger was lifted by the "demo- 
cratic" imperialists to relieve their 
“ally” Poland. Shachtman points to 
the terrific and very real battle be~ 
tween Germany and Poland. But, like a 
good diplomat, he carefully keeps #1~ 


lent about the "Sitzkrieg" that was 
"fought" between the Anglo-French and 
the German imperialists. Nevertheless, 
he uses the battle of Germany and Po 
land to "prove" that there is and was 
real war amongst the major imperialist 
powers! We have no doubt whatever 
that Shachtman has not forgotten about 
the "Sitzkrieg! days. His memory is 
very good, but conveniently manipulated 
to suit his polemic&), negds. 
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| HE soldtera on the Western "Front" 

were idle, but not the imperial 
ists. The eight months of "Sitzkrieg" 
-— for which a mountain of alibis was 
invented by the imperialists and the 
opportunists — was a period of pre# 
paration for the next major step in 
the imperialists!’ machinations. In 
their plan there was a grand coup 
which was effected in May 1940 — the 
Fascization of France. 


Two important events preceded the 
Nazi entrance into France; one, the 
visit of Sumner Welles to Hitler, Mus- 
solini, Chamberlain and Daladier, and 
the other, the Nazi occupation of Nor- 
waye Acting as Roosevelt's confiden~ 
tial agent, Welles made a hasty dash 
to Europe shortly prior to the Nazi 
entrance into Norway, and held secret 
conversations with Hitler, Mussolini, 
Chamberlain and Daladier, Two rounds 
of discussions were held by Welles 
with each of these gentlemen. Then 
Welles returned to the U.S.and report 
ed his conversations to Roosevelt. To 
this day, the contents of Welles! dis~ 
cussions have been kept secret from 
the masses. Here is a remarkable sit~ 
uation. Obviously, Hitler and Musso- 
lini lmow what they talked about with 
Welles. The explanation cannot be give 
en of "supplying information to the 
enemy." Why, therefore, the secrecy? 
The Welles conversations should not be 
thrown into an indiscriminate heap to- 
gether with the usual secret diplomacy. 
These conversations must be placed 
against the background of the many 
years of material and political assist~ 
ance which the international imperial~ 
ists gave to Hitler ¢nd. Mussolini, 
against the background of the betrayal 
of Poland by the "democratic" imperial- 


ists only a few months before, and 
above all against the background of | 
what followed Welles! discussions. 
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HORTLY after the Welles conversa~ 
tions there occurred the German 
occupation of Norway. Does not this 
prove there was real war amongst the 
big imperialist powers? How did the 
Anglo-French rulers behave during the 
occupation of Norway? Of the French 
forces virtwlly nothing whatever was 
heard. But the headlines blared that 
&@ gigantic battle was raging in the 
waters of the Skeggrrak and Kattegat 
between the British andthe Germn fleets, 
that the German fleet had been largely 
destroyed. At this point we discover 
that it is the imperialists, not 
Shachtman, who initiated the tactic of 
conconting yarns about "battles." The 
reports about the "greatest naval hate 


tle since Jutland" were an unmitigated 


fraud. The Chamberlain Government 
“sat tight" as long as it was feasible 
allowing the headline furor to take 
its effect and only later let it be 
kmown that the alleged sea battis 
around Norway had not taken place. The 
London Times made the following Gem 
ment 3 


"It is evident from Mr. Church=- 
1411's statement that there has been 
no ‘battle! in progress at sea in 
the last few days in the sense 
which has been conveyed to the pub- 
lic by the somewhat excited reports 
which have been reaching this coun- 
try from Sweden, uncorrected until 
yesterday by any announcement of 
real events from the British Govern- 
ment." (April 12, 1940) 


Churchill subsequently "explained! 
that for some "reason" the British 
fleet was “unable” to be present in 
the waters of the Skagerrak (speech 


reported in The New York Times, June 
19, 1940) 


The land "operations" of the Brit- 
ish rulers consisted of flinging 1500 
relatively raw troops with almost no 
equipment onto the Norway snows and 
slush. Leland Stowe's sensational re- 
port of this is worth quoting at length 
even in a brief reviews 


"Here is the first and only eye~ 
witness report and the opening chap- 
ter of the British expeditionary 
troops! advance in Norway north ef 
Trondheim. It is a bitterly dis 
illusioning and almost unbelievable 
story. The British force which was 
supposed to sweep down from Namsos 
consisted of one battalion of Terri- 
torials and one battalion of the 
King's Own Royal Light Infantry. 
These totaled fewer than 1,500 men. 
They were dumped into Norway's deep 
snows and quagnires of April slush 
witnout a single anti-aircraft gun, 
without one squadron of supporting 
airplanes, without a single piece 
of field artillery. J~equipped, 
they were thrown into the snows and 
mad of 63 degrees north latitude to 
fight crack German regulars — most 
of them veterans of the Polish inva~ 
sion — and to face tne most des 
tructive of modern weapons. The 
great majority of these young Brit~ 
ishers averaged only one year of 
military service." (New York Post, 
April 25, 1940) 


“ss 
oh 


After some fanfare and more "battles" 
in the newspaper headlines, the Brit~ 
ish withdrew even the handful of 
troops they had sent to Norway. This 
withdrawal had peculiar features which 
drew pointed comments in the Swedish 
press. A Swedish news agency corres— 
pondent reported: 


"They are leaving in the most 
peculiar fashion. ... This is 
shown by the fact that their motor 
ized anti-aircraft guns were cov 
ered with canvas. They were not 
even standing by for any possible 
action." (Reported in Daily Mirror, 
May 4, 1940) 


Even more significant was this re- 
port: 


"The people who knew most about 
the British withdrawal were the Ger 
mans. The Norwegian officers were 
not told until the last minute." fhe 
New York Times, May 6, 1940) 


Such was the conduct of the Brit- 
ish rulers, people who possessed enor 
mous material resources, whose huge 
fleet commanded the waters to Norway, 
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whose army at that time already number- 
ed nearly two million, equipped with 
the modern weapons of war built up 
through two decades since the end ov 
the War of 1914-1918, Again it mst 
be repeated that of the French imper- 
ialists nothing was heard, despite their 
@lso gigantic fleet, large air force 
and even vaster land forces. Does 
Shachtman's ‘battle of Scandinavia" — 
prove the existence of realwar between 
the Anglo~French and the German imper- 
ialists? Quite obviously it proves 
just the opposite of Shachtman's the- 
Bis. 


* * * 

O far we have been de@ling with 

the period up to May, 1940- 

period referred to as the "phoney war" 

even in the capitalist press itself, 

But now we reach that most tremendous 

of all "battles" in Shachtman's list, 

Germany against France, Belgium and 

Holland. Here, indeed, is the test 
C886. 


In 1914 there was a real imperial~ 
ist war. In France it manifested it- 
self in the titanic struggle whichcar 
ried the Kaiser's armies to within 
less than 25 miles of Paris, reaching 
the Marne by the beginning of Septem~ 
ber 1914, The French imperialists, 
though at many disadvantages, hurled 
in every possible man and gun, put up 
@ furious fight and drove back their 
foes. Search the pages of history 
from 1914 to the present and you will 
not find even the vaguest hint that in 
1914 there never was 4 Battle of France. 
But what is the situation in Shacht~ 
man's "Second Imperialist World War," 
specifically in his "battle of France?" 
Only a few weeks after this "battle of 
France" was supposed to have occurred, 
& prominent imperialist paper reported 


"It now seems quite clear that 


e@ battle for Paris, or whatever it 
was called in the days before the 
country's collapse." (New York 
Herald-Tribune, July 23, 1940. My 
emphasis - J.C.H.) 


Can it be that the Herald-Tribune is 
spreading "Marlenite fantasmagorias?" 
What, "there never was a battle of 


France" in Shachtman's "imperialist 
war=like-that ~of-1914-1918!" But 
Skachtman says there was, and moreover 
adduces this alleged "battle" to prove 
Marlen the Master of Pseudo-Marxian 
Thaumaturgy and Obfuscation. What is 
the real history of Shachtman's 1940 
"battle of France?" Whom does it 
prove @ perverter of facts, whom a 
true painter of reality? 


Let us recall that the immediate 
antecedents of this alleged "battle of 
France" were the eight months of "S itz 
krieg," the openly phoney war days 
filled with secret imperialist machin- 
ations, the betrayal of Poland by the 
"democratic"! imperialists, and the 
bringing of the Nazis into Norway un- 
der no more than a pretense of opposi- 
tion from the "democratic" gentlemen . 
In turn, behind all these conniv- 
ings lay the long road back to Munich 
where vital secret conversations also 
had been held between the "democratict 
and Fascist rulers. 


On May 10, 1940, Nazi troops be- 
gan to move to the West. This date, 
May 10th, was whispered around Paris 
for at least ten days before, reported 
Edgar Ansel Mowrer: 


", . . .¥ven the date — May1l0— 
had been whispered around Paris for 
the last 10 days and only the cen~ 
sor prevented your correspondent 
from mentioning it." (New York Ret 
May 10, 1940) 


The date for the Westward movement 
of Nazi troops was thus a know fact 


in Paris. Yet on May 4th the Frenh 
Ministry of War announced the demobil~ 
ization of two war classes! (New York 
World Tele » vJune 14, 1940 That 


is how the French imperialists, who, 
according to Shachtman, declared a real 
war in September 1939 to defend their 
empire, acted in the face of their 
knowledge of the impending movement 
of Hitler's forces. Did these "demo- 
cratic" rulers have the slightest jn- 
tention of actually resisting the Nazi 
entrance, or were they preparing to 
open the gates for the Nazis to help 
establish Fascism in France? Was the 
September 1939 declaration of war, 
with its Munich antecedents and "Sitz= 
krieg" aftermath, anything more than a 
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pretense, a cover for collusion with 
Hitler? Let the facts speak for them— 
selvese 


When Hitler's forces moved into 
Holland, the papers blared that the 
British who controlled the seas around 
Holland and had land forces in France, 
were flinging “enormous armed strength 
against the Germans in the invaded 
lowlands of Holland" (U.B. dispatch, 
Daily News, May 14, 1940). But short- 
ly later, it turned out that the total 
forces sent by the British into Hol- 
land consisted of 700 men and 3 air- 
planes (New York Post, May 23, 1940 
and The New Yorls Times, May 26, 1940). 
Such was the "aid" given by the Brit~ 
ish to Holland! 


The reports of the Anglo-French 
f"assistance" to Belgium were not so 
precise as to mumbers as were those 
pertaining to Holland. Apparently, 
the Anglo-French rulers sent more than 
700 men into Belgium, but the reports 
from Washington spoke of "comparative— 
ly small forces" sent into Belgium to 
"fight delaying actions" (Daily News, 
May 16, 1940). The Anglo-French rul- 
ers laid down the "strategy" of not 
using the powerful Belgian border for- 
tifications and according to reports, 
elected the line of the Meuse River 
which was palmed off as the best de~ 
fensive position (The New York Times, 
May 16, 1940). Shortly later, Reynaud 
publicly stated that the line of the 
Meuse was but meagerly fortified and 
manned (The New York Times, May 22, 
1940). It was small wonder that the 
Nazis raced through Belgium at the 


rate of forty miles a day "as if on 
parade," as the reports put it (The 
New York Tim May 22, 1940). The 
"battle" of Belgium was over before a 


flabbergasted public could begin to 
érasp what was going on. 


But the "battle" of France was 
the most awesome spectacle concocted 
by the imperialist crowd. To begin 
with, from reading the reports one 
would get the fantastic idea that 
there were hardly any guns, tanks and 
planes in the whole French arny.. Sr.ase 
weapons, of which the French Army had 
@ huge and high-quality supply, were 
almost entirely absent from the scene. 


The general cry was: Where are the 


French 75s, long famous for quality 
and quantity? Where are the tanks, of 
which France was one of the world's 
leading producegs? Where are the French 
fighting planes? (of which, according 
to a recent statement by Pierre Cot, 
who was then Minister of Aviation 

there were 5,000 in France in May 1940), 


The opening of the French forte 
resses to the Nazis was another out- 
standing feature of Shachtman's "Bate 
tle of France." The gigantic fortress 
of Sedan was entered by the Nazis with 
out a battle. A military writer, Ma- 
jor Leonard Wason,described this some- 
_ time after the event: 


1, , the Germans took Sedan af~ 
ter crossing the River Ourthe, 
northeast boundary of the Ardennes 
Sorest, and advancing 45 miles ina 
single day — the longest day's bat- 
tle advance that history records. 
This means that there had been no 
Gefense, that the Ardennes had not 
been occupied, $hat Sddan had not 


e@on. defenied, ‘that. the Germjna 
were again; in France." (Look Mage- 
ging, July'2, \1940, pe 8 My om 


phasis — J.C.He) 


In the real war of 1914-1918 the 
fortress of Verdun was reddened with 
the blood of a million butchered French 
and German soldiers, yet despite four 
months of furious assault by the Kai~ 
ser's armies 4% was never-octupied by 
them. In Shachtman's "Second World Im 
perialist War,"the fortress of Verdun, 
modernized and made formidable since 
1918, was entered and passed through 
by the Nazis in twenty-four hours! (The 
New York Times, June 18, 1940) Plains 
ly Verdun also was handed over to the 
Nazis. And so it went with the ree 
maining places of military importance 
in France. 


The highlight of the mythical 
1940 "Battle of France" was the way 
the Nazis were brought into the coun~ 
try. The opening up of Sedan for the 
free entrance of the Nazis was the key 
note, for Sedan stands at the begin- 
ning of the path into France. Yrom 
there on, the tactic of the "democrat~ 


ict imperialist clique was simply to 
open the rest of the path. This was 
done in a very direct manner, The 
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High Command created a gap 
between Amiens and Abbeville, about 35 
miles in width. To the north of this 
g@p was an Anglo-French army of one 
million men; to the south lay the 
rest of the military might of France, 
& completely intact army of about four 
million soldiers. Between these gigan~- 
tic Anglo-French forces,as the corres— 
pondents indicated, raced a light- 
armed Nazi force estimated at fifty to 
sixty thousand men mounted on bicycles 
and motorsycles and not supported by 
any heavy armed tfoops. These light- 
armed fifty to sixty thousand troops 
were the "army" that "captured" Francef 
The northern Anglo-French army of a 
million men "retreated" to the Channel 
ports. They were "retreating" before 
the fifty to sixty thousand Nazi bi- 
cycle and motorcycle troops. This fan- 
tastic "retreat" was described in one 
of the most authorative capitalist pa- 
pers: 


"Advices here indicated that only 
50,000 to 60,000 Germans were in- 
volved in the race against a re~ 
treat of nearly 1,000,000 Allied 


troops." (The New York Times, May 
22, 1940) 
This "retreat" succeeded in bringing 
the Nazis into france to help in the 


establishment of a Fascist regime. 


There was no " counter~offensivd 
against the small bodies of Nazi 
troops in the gap between Amiens and 


Abbeville, although the bourgeois 
press profusely promised one. The 
British troops were whisked off to 
Dunkerque, Here they were shipped to 
England. The bourgeois press raved 
about the "Miracle of Dunkerque," and 
romanticized this episode. What, in 
reality, was the result of the so- 
called “Miracle of Dunkerque"? The 
Dunkerque episode resulted in Hitler's 
obtaining a huge mountain of equipment 
which served him in the assault on 
the Soviet Union, The British Exped- 
itionary Force had brought with it to 
France the best equipment of the Brit~ 
ish Arny. This was left at Dunkerque 
and the Nazis picked it up. The World- 
ele of June 5, 1940 reported that 
the Nazis at Dunkerque gatherelin en- 
ough British equipment to supply 40 
divisions, a relatively enormous army. 


In the House of Commons on June 4,1940, 
Churchill declared that the British 
had left at Dunkerque — 


", , enearly 1,000 guns — and 
all our transport, all the armoured 
vehicles that were with the Army in 
the North. . . . The best of all we 
had to give had gone to the British 
Expeditionary Force. . .they were a 
very well and finely~-equipped Army. 
They had the first-fruits of all 
that our industry had to give, and 
that is gone." Penguin Hansard, 
Vol. 3, pe. 28) 


This "best of all" served Hitler well 
in taking the Uktaine. 


When the Herald~Tribune reporter 


wrote that "There never was & Battle 
of France" in 1940 he presented a dit 
of fact which could not be easily con= 
cealed, At times the imperialists and 
their flunkeys are placed in such a 
predicament where even they, profes~ 
sional liars that they are, are cone 
pelled to let slip some truth. Shacht- 
man,however,as regards the fictitious 

"Battle of France," is not in such an 
embarrassing position. Cloaked with 
the authority of an "historian" of 
many years’ standing, he can still rave 


about the "Battle of France" and can 
use it to slander his opponent as a 
pseudo-—Marxist. 

* * ca] 


[\. for Shachtman's "Battle between 
bi, England and Germany," its true 
pattern was set in France. Let the 
workers beware lest the imperialist 
rulers are plotting a "Battle of Eng- 
land" in the manner of the "Battle of 
France," History has yet to reveal 
whether the "democratic! imperialist 
ruling clique plans to bring the Nazis 
into England to establish a Fascist 
regime there. 


But what about the bombings of 
British and German cities and the sink 
ing of ships? Does not this prove that 
the imperialists are really at war? 
Wo. Shooting does not prove the exise 
tence of real war any more than the 
“anti-capitalist" ravings, the manu=- 
factured strikes and demonstrations of 
the Stalinist burocrats during the 
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fhird Period proved them to be enemies 


of capitalism. War, as the great 
Matxist leaders often repeated, is a 
continuation of politics by other 


means. When the bourgeoisie of two 
countries are politically at war with 
each other the only kind of war that 
is possible between them is a real war, 
But when their politics constitute 
collaboration for a common purpose, 
the result is no war — or a sham one 
to cover the collaboration. History 
contains several examples of sham wars 
of this latter type. The most out- 
standing example heretofore is the so- 
called Crimean War, fortunately ana- 
lyzéd by Marx and Engels while it was 
occurfing. In that epoch the Anglo- 
French imperialists were plotting with 
the Czar to divide up the Turkish In 
pire. When a real war broke out be- 
tween Russia and Turkey, the Anglo- 
French imperialists, unable to pursue 


fhoit plot openly and directly, formed 


an "Alliance" with Turkey and pretend~ 
ed to be at war with the Czar. The 
"wart between the Anglo-French rulers 
and Russia was a sham. Scores of thou- 
sands of French, British and Russian 
soldiers perished in the sham Crimean 
War, and there were staged bloody bat~ 
tles with Imge destzuction, but Marx 
and Engels showed that it was a sham 
wer because of the underlying politics 
of the "opponents." THE BULLETIN of 
March 1942 contains an article, "Marx 
On a Sham Wer,"which presents enlight- 
ening documentary material on this epi- 
sodéee 


The Crimean War was not the only 
sham war of previous periods of his- 
torye During one period of the con- 
stitutional monarchy established after 
the French Revolution of 1789 
the French monarchist clique conducted 
a sham war against the foreign inter- 
ventionist forces of Austria, Prussia 
and their allies. The French monarch 
made flaming speeches about defending 
France; the rulers of the constitu- 
tional monarchy sent troops to the 
frontiers; there were battles and sole 
diers were killed. Yet all the while, 
this same ruling clique had a seoret 
agreement with the foreign "enemy" to 
open the gates cf Trance for the mon- 
archist forces from Austria and Pruse 
sia to enter and crush the revolution. 


The "war" began in April 1792, and un- 
til the Jacobins seized power in Aug- 
ust 1792 the "war! against the foreign 
monarchist coalition was a sham, cov~ 
ering secret collaboration of the 
French King with the monarchs of Feu- 
dal Europe. Incidentally, its sham 
character was fairly well known to the 
leaders of the revolution and to the 
people and was one of the features 
which led to the Jacobins!' rise to pow 
er. Kropotkin in his History of the 
Great French Revolution writes: 


"And, moreover, the people, guid~ 


ed by their unfailing instincts, © 


kmew perfectly well that the King 
was conniving with the Germans, and 
inviting them to march on Paris." 
KVOlsls De 270) 


The big bourgeoisie of France of those 
days, fearing the proletarian masses 
and the poorest peasantry, were gener- 
ally in accord with the monarchist pok 
icy in so far as bringing in outside 
forces to crush the revolution was com 
cerned. Only the extreme Left, the 
workers and the more radical petty- 
bourgeoisie, tried to wage a real ver 
against the monarchist forces within 
and outside of France. 


The Franco-Prussian War of 1870 
beg@n 4s a real wer but was trans~ 
formed into @ sham one. The risiz 


revolutionary tide, culminating in the 
Paris Commune, struck terror in the 
hearts of the French Bourgeoisie. Dur~ 
ing the whole of the seige of Paris, 
when officially there still was war 
between the ruling class of France and 
that of Germany, the French bourgeois 
leaders were engaged in secret machin~ 
ations with Biemark!s generals for 
the purpose of bringing in Prussian 
troops to massacre the workers of Par~ 
is. Then, too, the workers sensed the 
situation and many bitter jests were 
passed around deriding the “"patriotis# 
of the French rulers and their "dow 
fense" of Paris. This sham wr, com 
prising the major pertion of what is 
generally lumped under the name,Franco- 
Prussian War, also was analyzed by 
Marx and Engels. 


The Reynauds, Daladiers and their 
"democratic" counterparts in other 
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ceuntries had a rich mine of experi- 
ence in French history before they cm- 
barked on the "Sitzkrieg" in s-ptem- 
ber 1939. (Not that these gentlemen 
had to study history to perform their 
tricks.) Quite obviously, the colos- 
sal “war against Hitler" which these 
people were promising could not remain 
in the Sitzkrieg" days indefinitely. 
Already -in 1939 there were popular : 
jokes about "the phoney war." The im- 
perialist leaders had to cook up "ac- 
tion" to maintain the fiction of war 
with Germany in some sort of real-ap~ 
pearing form. Otherwiee, the game 
would eventually be given @&way; perm 
haps another Paris Commne would re~ 
sult. Consequently, there were bomb~ 
ings and sinkings which gave the at- 
mosphere of genuineness to the "war," 
This sort of thing is still going on. 
Only the most naive people, political 
infants, will imagine that the bour- 
geoisie will shrink from causing des— 
truction and loss of lives to carry 
out its basic policy. She ruling class 
has a vast,fundamental purpose in con- 
ducting this sham war, It desires to 
save its social system as a whole from 
the terrible crisis which has been 
rocking it without cessation since 
1914 and especially since the Octoter 
Revolution. The method is to spread 
the Fascist regime throughout the 
world, and to restore capitalism in 
the b8ead territories of the Soviet 
Union, For such @ purpose the capital- 


ist class will destroy not only ships 
and cities, but whole provinces and 
populations. It will even sacrifice 


its own blood, as every ruling class 
has to do to remain in power. In so 
far is it is possible, the burden is 
shifted onto the shoulders of the mas~ 
ses- In any case, class conscicus 
workers. realize — they have not for~ 
gotten the World War in which thirty 
million men were butchered and mtila~ 
ted for imperialist profit — that the 
bourgeoisie is the bloodiest ruling 
cless in history and will shrink from 
no crime and no repressive measures to 
keep itself in power against the toil-~ 
ing masses. 


* a) * 


HB us continue with the rést of 
J the, "battles" conjured up by 


A drive against the Soviet Union 
with Nazi Germany as the spearhead re= 
quired as one of the preliminaries the 
marshalling of the Balkans under the 
heel of Nazi economic, political, and, 
above 4811, military domination. In 
studying the events in the Balkans, 
the clue to the relations among the 
big imperialist powers is not whether 
this or that force of Greeks, Bulgari- 
ans, Poles or Jugoslavs tried to re~ 
sist the Nazi forces, but whether the 
"democratic" imperialists of the big 
powers who declare they re at war 
with Germany tried to prevent Hitler's 
occupation of the Balkans, From this 
standpoint, which is the only genuine 
one,let us study the pattern of events 
in the Balkans and see precisely what 
4s revealed by those Balkan "battles " 
offered by Shachtman as proof that 
there is real war today among the m- 
jor imperialist powers. 


Shachtman refers to the "battles 
between Italy and Greece, Greece and 
Germany," Generally speaking, the so=- 
called “Second World Imperialist Wart 
has presented features so fantastic 
that the imperialist spokesmen and the 
opportunist leaders mMve been at their 
wit's end to explain it all awey. The 
papers have been full of "miracles," 
"puzzles," "mysteries," "riddles" and 
the like in relating the course of 
military events since September 1939, 
The dignified editors of The New York 
Times were constrained one day to lec= 
ture to théir readers that "logic is 
not the guide to this war,"thus frank 
ly appeaiing to the world at large to 
abandon any effort to think rationally 
and scientifically. But of all the 
magic-seeming events of Shachtman's 
"Second Imperialist World War" there 
were few more hair-raising than sthe 
Italian invasion of Greece. 


On the one hand there was Italy, 
plentifully armed with the weapons of 
modern warfare on land, in the air and 
on se@, and with the additional advan- 
tage of close proximity to Greece in 
every medium of transportation. On 
the other hand there was Greece, a 
small, weak, backward nation obviously 
completely at the mercy of its rela~- 
tively prodigious opponent. What hap- 
pened in the Italian invasion of 
Greece? The Italian forces, tanks, 


18 « 


heavy guns, &irplanes, werships, were 

swept aside by the primitively amned, 

insignificant Greek army and navy . 

Whenever the so-called Axis armies oc= 

cupied large territories since Septem= 

ber 1939, the bourgeois spokesmen and 
the opportunists, concealing the polit 
ical basis of this, "explained" that 

this was due to the superior mechaniza- 
tion of the Axis armies. But during 
the Italian invasion of Greece they 
turned their "analysis" inside out and 
“explained” the Greek victories as due 
to the primti¢vencgs of the Bred deny! 
Perhaps the reader imagines the bour= 
geois flunkeys did not actually have 
the brazenness to resort to such ludi- 
crous fakery. Then listen to this gen- 
tleman writing in no less a respect 
able organ than The New York Times un~ 
der the guise of explaining the events 
in Greece: 


"The Greeks have for the most 
part conducted their amazingly suc— 
cessful exploits on a primitive 
scouting pattern." (A.C. Sedgwick, 
November 25, 1940) 


4s reported by Mr. Sedgwick, one of 
the tactics used by the Greeks in rout~ 
ing Mussolini's Panzer divisions was 
the rolling of rocks down on the Ital- 
ian troops! This stuff was served up 
by the bourgeois press in all sotem 
nity. Bows and arrows were not men~- 
tioned as able to batter armored tanks 
to pieces, but after all there are lim 
4ts even for the bourgeois writers, 


What wes the reason for the pa- 
tently artificial "retreats" of Musso— 
lini's army before the Greek rock-rol-~ 
lers? It was not simply to make Musso- 
lini look like a fool,but to make Hit- 
ler seem an invincible hero. One of 
the most important tactics of world 
imperialism as @ whole in building up 
Hitler's drive on the Soviet Union — 
remember, the Greek events occurred 
before the Nazi invasion of the Soviet 
Union — was to present the masses 
with a terrifying picture of the Nazi 
military machine @s absolutely unbeat— 
able. How did the Greek affair serve 
this purpose? Mussolini’s avalanche 
of steel and fire was svept aside like 
chaff by the rock-rolling Greeks, Then 
-- and this was one of the chief pur- 
poses of the whole matter — in came 


Hitler's Nazi forces and in a brief 
time Greece was crushed. Who could 
doubt that Hitler was invincible? 


What was the role of the "demo~ 
cratic" imperialists in the Greek af~ 
fair? If the reader does not remember 
directly, he undoubtedly anticipates 
the answer from what he has read above 
Yes, the pattern of Poland, Norway, 
Holland, Belgium and France was fol~ 
lowed to the letter. The British rule 
ers sent some forces to Greece for 
show purposes, 2s they had done in the 
case of Norway, Holland, Belgiumand 
France. <A remarkably frank statement 
in The New York Times let slip the 
real reason for the sending of British 
forces to Greece? 


"It should be remembered ‘that 
the British decision to send troops 
to Greece was political not milita- 


ry." (April 11, 1941) 
This same Times dispatch indicated 


that the British forces in Greece were 
comparatively small and it was a mys- 
tery what they were doing there anyhow? 


"What the comparatively small 
British forces in Greece are doing 
is not know," 


", , they i.e., the British 
troops ~ JeCeHe were not there to 
defend Salonika or the Greeks and 
Jugoslavs who have been cut off by 
the success of the German drive." 


This remark that the British forces 
in Greece were not to defend Salonika 
is of especial importance in that Sal- 
onika was long known to be of funda~ 
mental strategic significance in main- 
taining the supply route to Jugoslavia. 
The papers for quite a while were full 
of analyses of the importance of Sal- 
onika and of the ability of the Brite 
ish to defend it. But Salonika was 


not defended by the British, and the 
Greeks and Jugoslavs were cut to 


pieces by the Nazis. 


The attitude 6f the British rule 
ers toward their Greek and Jugoslav 
Nallies" was clearly indicated ina 
dispatobh from Washington on April 5, 
1941 by Drew Pearson and Robert S. Al- 
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len, It seems that when the Jugoslav 
officials asked the British Government 
for arms, the reply was an undisguised 
order to shmt up and go to hell. Ac» 
cording to this dispatch the Jugoslavs, 
who asked for British weapons, were 
told by the Churchill Government that 
they could go and capture Italian weap- 
ons from Mussolini's army after chas~ | 
ing it out of Albanial 


"Bluntly, the British replied 
that the Jugoslavs could capture 
Italian munitions after driving 
Mussolini's army out of Albania." 


The same dispatch by Pearson and Allen 
also relates that — 


", ,. ewhen Greek Minister Diaman~ 
topoulos asked the State Department 
about munitions, the British Embas~- 
sy called him dow." 


Such was the British reply when the Ju 
goslav and Greek forces were being 
butchered by the Nazis} 


Like every other "battle" Shacht~ 
man conjured up, the "battle" of the 
Balkans proves precisely the opposite 
of his line. It must be emphasized 
that the pattern of "democratic" im- 
perialist policy in Greece was not 
something new, which could be ¢gonsid~ 
ered a peculiar anomaly in a total sit 
uation. This pattern goes far back, 
not merely to September 1939, but to 
Munich and even before that. ‘The 
world imperialist policy of using the 
Nazi hordes as the spearhead in the 
spread of Fascism and the assault on 
the Soviet Union did not change in Sep- 
tember 1939. Only the tactic changed. 
What was done before September 1939 
more or less openly has been done 
since September 1939 under the cover 
of a sham war against Nazi Germany. 
This policy of world imperialism as a 

which seemed confined at first 
to allowing Hitler to occupy Aus= 
tria and Czechoslovakia, now appears 
in a fuller light, Its ramifica~ 
tions can be seen on a world wide 
scale, They include such gigantic 
events as the deliberate opening of 
the gates of France by the "democratic! 
imperialist rulers for the entrance of 
Hitler's Gestapo to crush the French 


workers; they include the Nazi attack 
on the Soviet Union. 


We shall turn now to another as- 
pect of this policy of world imperial- 
ism — namely, what Shachtman calls 
the "battle between England and Japan? 
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\\f eee this article with some vie 
tal aspects of this "battle" of 
England and Japan and observed the 
kind of figure Shachtman cut therein. 
Shachtman's Labor Action is one of the 
papers which helped fabricate some ap= 
pearance of "reality" for this *Battle" 
by the yarn about the British use of 
Chinese troops against Japan in Malaya 
and Burma. Shachtman's New Interna~ 
tional had to eat the words of Shacht= 
man's Labor Action, genteely, with no 
rude noises that might call attention 
to the feast. What are the facts 
about this "battle® of England and 


- Japan? 


When one hears talk about some 
"battle’ between England and Japan," 
one immediately thinks of Hongkong and 
Singapore. And if one kmows the facts, 
upon thinking of Hongkong and Singa- 
pore, one's mind turns to Sedan and 
Verdun in May 1940. Never in the his- 
tory of class society has the world 
witnessed such a clear picture of pro- 
digiously powerful fortresses being 
opened for a supposed enemy to enter 
as was the case with these four for~ 
tresses, As usual, the masses had the 
impression of ferocious battles raging, 
especially in Malaya. The bourgeois 
spokesmen and the "Marxists" a la 
Shachtman saw to that. Underneath the 
rumpus, however, could be seen what 
was really happening, The tactic used 
by the "democratic" rulers was the now 
well-tried one of the "planned retreat# 
Such was the so-called "battle" in 
Malaya: 


"The battle in Malaya as report= 
ed officially probably gave the 
world the impression of a bitter, 
hard-fought defense, Actually it 
was a retreat planned from day to 
day. Hach day the Imperiale fell 
back 10 miles or so ‘on schedule, '" 


(New York World-Telegram, February 


20 ~ 


17, 1942) 


This World-Telegram correspondent is 
saying +iu+ there was no battle in Ma~ 
laya. We does not want to make this 
too cleaz, so he speaks of "the battle 
&& Mailaye," Buy actually’ —= and 
this werd speaks- volumes — "it!'! — the 
allegec “battle! was a planned, 
scheduled retreat. How far in advance 
this retreat was planned is clear from 
another item in the bourgeois press of 
those days. <A United Press correspon- 
dent speaking as an eyewitness related 


"Once, when the campaign (sic!) 
was not so old, I saw a high staff 
officer's map dated ahead to Janu- 
ary 31 and marked at the Johore 
causeway, leading from the mainland 
to Singapore Island." (The New York 
Times, February 17, 1942. My em- 
phasis - J.C.He) 


Historically speaking, that "retreat" 
was "dated ahead! as early as Munich, 
even before. 


The remark about the Johore cause= 
way recalls to mind some of the other 
highlights of Shachtman's "battle" of 
England and Japan. Possibly, the read- 
er remembers the reports about thehyst—- 
erious way in which vital bridges 
were left intact for the Nazis to ente 
er Belgium and France. Something of 
the sort occurred in the case of the 
Johore causeway leading to the for- 
tress of Singapore. The reports were 
very ambiguous. Some said the came~ 
way was destroyed by the British. Some 
said it was not destwoped. Some said 
it was damaged only to a limited ex- 
tent, not enough to prevent its repair 
by the Japanese. Anyhow, before one 
could bat an eye, the Japanese Fascist 
forces were the tenants of Singapore. 


Of the "battle" of Burma somes 
thing should be said even at the cost 
of wearying the reader with a repeti- 
tion of the now all~too-familiar story 
of absence of battle, "planned, sche~ 
duled retreats," and "mysteries." The 
papers were full of stories of how 
rosy things were for the British in 
Burma from the start. General Still- 
well was said to have declared that 


the Japanese were using only about for~ 
ty to fifty thousand combat troops 


(New York World—Telegram, May 25,1942 
relatively a very Saath Feeoe ek 
Marshal Sir Richard E.C. Peirse was 
reported saying that "from the start 
we wore able to gain air superiority." 
(The New York Times, March 16, 1942) 
But then the old pattern began to put 
in its appearance. The British sol- 
diers in the front lines of Burma were 
puzzled by the absence of British air- 
planes: 


“The Allied soldiers in the 
front lines of Burma for the past 
two weeks have seen as few of their 
own planes as the British Expedi- 
tionary Force in Crete saw in 1941." 
(The New York Times,April 10, 1942) 


If as Air Marshal Peirse said, the Brit 
ieh had air superiority in Burma from 


the very start, why were the planes 
withheld? We shall not bother to dig 
up some "explanation" peddled by the 
bourgeois press. One is as good as 


another, good for concealing the truth, 
Burma went the way of all the other of 
Shachtman's "battles." ‘The "battle" 
of England and Japan is in the same 
category as the "battle" of France. 
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| = us now lgok over the picture 
involving the United States and 
Japan. According to Shachtman these 
two powers are locked in an imporialist 
battle. We shall continue to examine 
the record of events presented by the 
capitalist press itself. 


During the months preceding Pearl 
Harbor all reliable accounts agreed 
that, compared with the United States, 
Japan Was a second-rate power. Japan's 
military and naval expansion was ham- 
pered by a weak economy, some impor~ 
tant branches of which were said to be 
in a state of virtual prostration on 


the eve of Pearl Harbor (The New York 
Times, December 2, 1941). The seven 


year-old war in China strained Japan's 
resources and manpower. ‘A large Japan- 
ese army was bogged down in a number 
of Chinese provinces, Japanese troops 
were policing Manchukuo and dorea, a 
censiderable Japanese force was sta- 
tioned on the Siberian border. 


The inferiority of the Japanese 


navy in relation to United States saa 
power was fairly well known. Tokio's 
air force,which proved a deadly weapen 
against the defenseless Chinese towns 
and villages,was no match for the Amer- 
ican air forcee Such was the picture 
of Japan portrayed by various students 
of Far Eastern affairs. 


Then came Pearl Harbor. On the — 
surface the act seemed like a deed of 
the Japanese ruling gang suddenly gore 
made This time the Japanese attack 
was directed not against a feeble coun- 
try like China, but against the great-~ 
est industrial and naval power on 
earth! More than that. ‘The Japanese 
rulers seemed to have gone on a ram 
page in the Pacific in full knowledge 
that they would take ong, im:adA@LStan 
to the United States,another tremen— 
dous naval power, the British Empire} 


If, on the surface, Japan's attack 
on Pearl Harbor appeared to be a mani~ 
acal performance, on the American side 
the events of Tecember 7, 1941, con- 
tained certain strange features record 
ed in the capitalist presse <A report 
from Washington printed in thé New 
York World—Tebegram of December 24, 
1941, conveyed information about high 
officials of the Navy Department tell- 
ing some Congressmen that all the na- 
val commanders had been advised of an 
impending attack. Another report, per- 
haps the most interesting of all, care 
from Chungking on December 10, 1941, 
three days after Pearl Harbor. Accord- 
ing to Leland Stewe, United States rep- 
resentatives in Chungking, China, had 
been told by Washington that relations 
with Japan might be broken ina fow 
days» Most remarkable and «e*ounding 
was this correspondent!s reference . 
to an’ American naval officer of the 
gunboat Tutudla. On Sunday December 7, 
1941, “at least an hour before the Jap 
anese blitz in Hawaii" that officer 
told the correspondast:"It's going to 
happen tonight." (New York Post, De- 
cember 10, 1941) ‘The corres»vondent 
indicates that there was nothing ays- 
terious about that officer's knowledge 
as to when “it" was going to happen. 
The assertions of this officer were ob- 
viously based, according to the corres— 
pondent, "on advices from Washington 
received aboard the Tutuila." (Ibid. ) 


Hardly less significant than Le- 


land Stowe's dispatch was the follow- 
ing revelation printed by one of the 
most outstanding capitalist newspapers 
on the day after Pearl Harbor; 


"It is now possible to reveal 
that the United States forces here 
{Honolulu} had known for a week 
that the attack was coming and they 
Were not caught unprepared," (The 
New York Times, December 8, 1941) _ 


Of course, one may be prepared 
but be off his guard because of lack 
of warning. However, to continue our 
going over the material officially 
presented by the capitalist press, a 
disclosure by Arthur Krock brought to 
light that "as early as Nov. 27," that 
is,about ten days before Pearl Haybor, 
"the Secretary of State issued a warn— 
ing to all departments concerned to 
prepare for the worst. Among those 
concerned were, of course, the Army 
and the Navy." (The New York Times, 
December 17, 1941) 


From the material we have cited 
it is clear that the attack was not un 
expected. Therefore, as the corres— 
pondent, Stowe, remarked — 


"How the Japanese were able to 
bomb the Army's big airfields at 
Oahu without large numbers of Amer- 
ican fighters getting into the air 
promptly remains incomprehensible." 
(New York Post, December 10, 1941) 


Inwomprehensible — so the situation 
must remain unless one understands the 
Teal policy of world imperialism. 


The aftermath of Pearl Harbor fol 
lowed the underlying pattern of pres- 
ent-day events. The U.S. had big forge 
ces in the Pacific. After Pearl Har- 
bor Secretary of the Navy, Knox, stated; 


"The entire balance of the Pa- 
cific Fleet, with its aircraft car- 
riers, its heavy cruisers, its 
light cruisers, its destroyers and 
submarines, are uninjured and are 
all at sea seeking contact with the 
enemy." (The New York Times, Decem- 
ber 16, 1941) 


Where was the Japanese fleet? It 


Was plainly visible in everybody's 
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minds. it was attacking the Philip- 
pines and some of the other American 
Pacific possessions such as Wake Is— 
land. 


In connection with the capture of 
Wake Island by the Japanese warships, 
there were some remarkable points, The 
garrison on the island seems to have 
been holding its own and succeeded in 
repelling the attackers for many daysd 
But while the Japanese brought up e- 
nough forces to outweigh the strength 
of the garrison, the U.S. forces there 
received no support from the United 
States navy, as was stated in the cap- 
italist press: 


"But even in the middle Pacific 
the Navy did not relieve or *ascue 
or even prolong the delaying action 
at Wake Island." (News York Post, 
December 26, 1941) 


Why? What was the reasan behind 
such a queer tactic of the Navy? The 
bourgeois press presented the whole 


thing as a "mystery." 


"There are two mysteries in cone 
nection with Wake Island that may 
be explained only after the war is 
overe One is the manner in which 
this tiny garrison has withstood a 
dozen bombardments by air, shelling 
by hostile ships and other attempts 
at landing. The other is the rea 


son why no American naval uurSte 
have been - reported as going to o the 
assistance of Wake Island." (The 
New York Times, December 24, 1941, 


My emphasis — J.C.H.) 


Reviewing the tactics pursued by 
the American forces in the Philippines 
perhaps will tell us something about 
the "imperialist war" said by Shacht— 
man to be going on between the United 
States and Japan. As was stated in 
the press, Luzon was the best forti- 
fied of all the Philippine Islands... 
There was a considerable submarine 
fleet in the Philippine waters "many 
of them new submarines, with splendid 
equipment and well-trained crews." 
(Hanson W. Baldwin, The New York Times, 
December 31, 1941) There was on Luzon 
a native Philippine army and also a 
United States force. With all that, 
the Japanese transports, having trav- 


ersed a long distance, brought troops 
and landed them on Luzon Island. the 
most striking point about the landing 


of the Japanese Fascist troops was 
that they encountered no opposition 


from the American forces] 


"The enemy effected UNOPPOSED 
landings in limited numbers at Vi- 
gon, Legaspi and Appari." (The New 


York Times, December 14, 1941. 
capitals — J.C.He) 


“Wy 


Recall that Knox stated the U.S. Pe 
cific fleet was "at sea seeking con~ 
tact with the enemy." Though "the en- 
emy" was very easy to find, the bour-— 
€e0is press was constrained to comment 
on the lack of naval opposition to the 
Japanese landings in the Philippines: 


"Whether the subject considered 
is the retarding of Japanese troop 
landings on the Philippines, inflic- 
tion of losses on ememy Warships or 
air attacks on Japanese bases, the 
one question is,WHERE IS THE NAVY?" 


(Yow Yorks Pas mee 26, 194], 
My fet aig - % oHe 


Over a year has gone by since 
those events occurred. The Japanese 
Fascists accomplished "miracles." With 
much of its army still bogged down in 
China and pinned on the Siberian bor 
der, Japan, while reportedly suffering 
terrific losses in ships, planes and 
men, and, according to computations, 
losing a considerable portion of its 
Navy, Occupied the ontire Malayan Pen~ 
insula, the strongest fortress in the 
Yar East (Singapore }the Dutch Indies, 
the Philippines, Wake, Guam, and even 
reached out into American waters in 
the remote reaches of the North and 
settled on some of the Aleutians Islands 
— "apparently even without a fight." 
(World-~Tolegram, June 26, 1942) 


The Japanese Fascists are still 
in the Aleutians. # They have not been 
driven out from Wake, the Philippines, 
the Dutch Indies or any other import- 
ant islands they now police. Shacht-— 
man's "imperialist war" between the 
United States and Japan has been lare- 
ly confined to the "typical South Sea 
islands, the Solomon Islands, a land 
of coral reefs and jungles populated 
by 500 whites and 150,000 _ native 
blacks" (The New York Times, February 
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10, 1943). These islands were "wrest- 
ed" by the Japanese from the British 
in one day — January 24, 1942. From 
August 7, 1942 one of these islands 
constituted a battleground. There the 
strongest industrial, military and na- 
val power on earth battled the Japan- 


ese for six months? Indeed were it 
not for some "action" in these South 


Sea Islands, even Shachtman would not 
be able to shout with a "Marxist" mien 
about an imperialist war raging be- 
tween the United States and the Japan~ 
ese Empires 


i) % 


C sa raises the question of 
why the plan of imperialism 
hata not provide for the Fascist pow~ 
ers yetiring 66 -le¢‘the "democratic" 
powers come in and act as the bour- 
geois bludgeon. He poses only England 
and Japan, but for purposes of clarity 
we shall deal with it in general terms. 
Here is Shachtman's wording of this 
question: 


“Why the Anglo-Japanese alliance 
does not provide instead for. gapan 
retiring from Asia and taking up 4 
position on, say, the Sverdruv Is- 
lands in the Prince Gustav Adolph 
Sea, leaving England to crush China, 
India and Ruasia,is not always very 
clear in Marlen's fantasmagorias," 
(The New International,October 1942, 
Pe 275 


We shall disregard the remark about 
Japan retiring to the Sverdrup Islands 
fin the Prince Gustav Adolph Sea, for 
this is merely a sample of the "humor" 
with which Shachtman lovee to adorn 
his polemics ~— for the "benefit" of 
his readers, no doubt. We shail deal 
only with the gist of this question, 
not with Shachtman's verbal trumpery. 

First, it is necessary to point 
out a piece of subtle diplomacy em~- 
ployed by Shachtman in asking this 
question. He asks why does not Eng. 
land crush China, India arc Russia — 
but, he conveniertly omits the imperi- 
alist task of crushing the toilers of 
France. Yet the crushing of the mas~ 
ses of France wes one of the foremost 
features of the plan of world imperial~ 
ism. Let Shaghtman raise the question, 


Why was not the plan of imperialism to 
use British forces to crush the French 
massee, and he would put himself in a 
ludicrous light. The answer is quite 
obvious. By concealing the essential 

element of France, Shachtman tries to 
place his question on strong polemical 
grounds. However, we shall not be mis~ 
led by debater's tricks, but shall 
deal with the problem in its totality. 


Why does the plan of world imperi- 
alism call for the use of the Fascist 
powers to act as a military bludgeon 
against the masses, and not of the 
"democratic" powers? The answer to 
this question involves an understand~ 
ing of the. essential development of 
capitalist society prior to and since 
the October Revolution. 


In 1914 the imperialists entered 
into a real war for world markets and 
colonies, for world domination by one 
imperialist clique against another. A 
fundamental feature which gave them 
the freedom for such &@ move was the 
fact that capitalism as a whole was in 
a state of considerable stability. The 


Paris Commune was already forty three 
years behind, and even during its 
brief life had by no means indicated 


any basic shakiness in world capital - 
ist rule. The abortive Russian Revo- 
lution of 1905 did not imperi&the cap- 
italist system, taking the world situ- 
ation as a whole, and was followed by 
& period of reaction. 
geois-national revolutions in the Dast, 
if anything, t capitalist 
rule. The world had yet to see a revo- 
lution which could shake capitalism to 
its foundations. Bourgeois power on 
the eve of the war of 1914 was 638d 
on a world scale. The dea tmt the 
proletariat could actually become the 
ruling class was generally considered 
both by the leaders of the imperialists 
and the "theoreticians" of the 
Sesialist movement as a crazy fantasy 
indulged in only by "madmen! of the 
Lenin type. This bourgeois and oppor= 
tunist complacency reflected the fact 
that the class struggle between the 
bourgeoisie and the proletariat had 
not reached the point where the issue 
of which class was to rule was the 
first point on the historical agenda, 
The "spectre of Commnism" simply did 
not terrify the world bourgeoisie in 


The limited bour- 
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19143 the class struggle, historically 
speaking, was ina relatively quies- 
cent stage. 


What was acute in the 1914 period 
was the struggle among the various im 
perialist cliques. This struggle had 
been mounting for decades, crystalliz— 
ing into two groups, the Allies and 
the Central Powers, on the whole fair-~ 
ly equally balanced in strength. With 
the "home front" well in hand, the im 
perialists were at liberty to go off 
to world adventrues. In 1914 the ae- 
cumulation of factors — retAsive 
quiescence of class struggle and acute~ 
ness of inter-imperialist rivalry — 
reached the breaking point and the 
gigantic slaughter was unleashed. 


Since the October Revolution, on 
the other hand, the accumiation of 
class factors has been ofa totally op~ 
posite sort. The Bolshevik Revolution 
was the keynote of the present period. 
It was the first authentic,direct, im- 
mediate symptom of the fundamental in~ 
stability of capitalist rule in the 
present historical epoch. One section 
of capitalism wes definitively over- 
thrown by the workers for the first 
time in history, and in a large impor- 
tant @rea, at that. Both the bour- 
geoisie and the workers learned that 
proletarian revolution is not a fan- 
tasy, but a living political line cap-= 
able of brilliant, epoch-making vice 
tories. The bourgeoisie learned this 
lesson more profoundly than the masses. 
In 1917"the spectre of Commnism" sud= 
denly acquired flesh -and - blood 
in @ way which only three years before 
had generally seemed utterly beyond 
possibility. This transformation left 
@n indelible mark on bourgeois thought 
and policies. 


The October Revolution reflected 
the instability of bourgeois rule of a 
world wide, not a local, character, A 
wave of mass upsurge swept over the 


globe. Soviets e@t up in Germany in 
1918, Soviet Republics set up in Fin- 
land, Bavaria and Hungary, seizure of 


factories in Italy, rice riots in Jap- 
an, civil war hanging over Bulgaria, a 
revolutionary situation again in Ger- 
many in 1923, General Strike in Eng- 
land in 1926, revolution in China in 
1925-27 — a truly gigantic upheaval— 


revolutionary ferment in India,intense 
crisis in France in 1936, revolu- 
tion and civil war in Spain in 1936~ 
1939, whose rumblings still rang in 
the ears of the threatenedimperialists 
&s they went to "wart in September 1%9, 


Though defeated and crushed again 
and again, mass upsurge seemed in~ 
exhaustible in its vitality. Although 
reaction set in in Spain for years af- 
ter the overthrow of the monarchy in 
1930-1931, there came @ vast mass up- 
heaval in 1936. In 1927 Chiang 
Kai-Shek drowned the workers in blood— 
but had to contime civil war right up 
to the present, devoting huge mterial 
forces to combatting the Stalinist 
misled peasant armies in China. The 
toilers of India have been beaten down 
time and again.With what result? Byen 
the bourgeois spokesmen cannot entirely 
conceal the mass surgings in India 
that are rising this very day. It is 
true that from 1936 to 1939 the up= 
surge of the masses in France was 
gradually quelled. But to the bour=- 
geois mind, sharpened by long and bdit- 
ter experience, the very next year 
might witness @ new upheaval of the 
French toilers. To forestall this and 
other possible mass risings became the 
chief immediate concern of the bour- 
geois leaders. 


The entire accumulation of fac- 
tors since October 1917 has placed as 
the first point on the agenda of his= 
tory the question, Which class is to 
rulee This question since 1917 has 
not been a theoretical proposition, but 
@n immediate, direct, compelling 
threat to capitalism. For the bour- 
geoisie this question has been @ veri~ 
table nightmare, haunting them daily 
for more than two decades. 


Despite the serious nature of the 
revolutionary threat, it took the im- 
perialists a number of years to reade 
just their mode of thinking and their 
policies. For some period after the 
wa8S of 1914-1918, it seemed time and 
again that a new inter—imperialist war 
would break out but each time the rule 
ing class, remembering the experience 
with the world imperialist war and the 
October Revolution, avoided the folly 


of disrupting their own system. The 
world imperialists sought to repair 
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their decaying system. Realizing that 

Germany was the weakest link in the 

capitalist chain, and that unless Ger- 

man capitalism was saved, the entire 

bourgeois system was in danger of over 
throw, they made efforts to revitalize 

capitalism in Germany. The Allies of 

1914 adopted the policy of pumping 

millions into Germany to bolster the 

capitalist system. Every politically © 
educated worker knows how the American, 
French and British financiers propped 

up Nazi Germany -— all the while pro- 

fessing "hatred" of Hitlerism. 


Thus the collaboration of imperi- 
alist powers, who in times of inter- 
national capitalist stability would be 
at war,grew out of the extreme instab= 
ility of world capitalism as a whole. 
At first this collaboration was an em 
pirical, day-to-day practice, It grad~ 
ually took shape, however, 4s & sys= 
tematic method, 


The methodical features of inter- 
imperialist collaboration against the 
masses were elaborated along certain 
basic lines. It is now an established 
historical fact that in the present 
period the definitive bourgeois method 
of attempting to preserve capitalist 
rule in the face of 4 proletarian revo- 
lutionary threat is to introduce Fas- 
cism, The most fundamental crushing 
of the masses today takes the form of 
the establishment of Fascist rule. 
This method did not come into existe 
ence &11 at once on a world wide scale, 
At first it was applied locally, in 


separate countries, as the specific 
occasion &rosés It would have begun 
in Russia, had the bourgeoisie not 


been defeated. As it happened, it bee 
gan — in definitive form — in Italy, 
and gradually grew to maturity and 
universality. Today the bourgeoisie 
on @ world scale are planning to in- 
troduce Fascism as the answer to the 
whole mass upsuggg which has deen 
shaking capitalist rule since 1917. 


In the various situations prior 
to 1939 Fascism was introduced in dif- 
ferent ways. In Italy, by 4 "march on 
Rome." In Germany by parliamentary 
means. In Spain, through a military 
uprising and @ civil war. Spain with 


its civil war of over two years was 
the last case of the introduction of 


Fascism prior to September 1939, This 
is a fact which must be kept in mind— 
certainly the bourgeoisie had it in 
mind, for they developed 4 new method 
of introducing Fascism overnight, 4s 


it were, and without @ dangerous des— 
tructive civil war. What is this new 
method? 


The classic illustration is 
France. The decisive crushing of the 
French masses has long been the aim of 


world capitalism as a whole. How was 
this to be accomplished? By 4 putsch 


on the part of some general? But only 
yesterday the bourgeoisie had witness 
ed the example of Franco who precipi~ 
tated a twoeyears!' civil war. To go 
through such an experience in France? 
A civil war in France would have had 
proportions and repercussions that 
would have made the one in Spain seem 
trivial by contrast. The bourgeoisie 
was bent upon avoiding such a situa~ 
tion. What then? An attempt by some 
Fascist outfit such as that of De la 
Rocque or Doriot? Not only were these 
Fascist forces on the downgrade by 
1939 but any attempt on their part to 
seize power would have unleashed at 
once a Givil war. To try to introduce 
Fascism in France from within would 
have created immense dangers to the 
beurgeoisie. 


There was left to imperialism 
only one choice: to bring in Fas 
cism from the outside — and this is 
the method evolved by the bourgeoisie 
for saving their class rule in the 
present period. 


* » * 


HERE is yet another basic aspect 
of the international bourgeois 
plan for the present period of history. 


An unmistakeable feature of the 
bourgeois plan to stabilize capitalist 
Tule is the effort to wipe out the 
nationalized form of economy and re-~ 
store the capitalist system in the 
broad territories of the Soviet Union, 
History records attempt after attempt 
by world capitalism to destroy the ba- 
sic gains of the October Revolution, 
the non-capitalist system of national- 
ized ownership of the means of pro~- 
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duction. History also records the 
consistent failure of the bourgeoisie; 
first, failure in the civil war of 
1918-1921, and then, up to June 1941, 
failure even in launching a military 
attack. We shall not enter into an 
enumeration of the many unsuccessful 
anti-Soviet schemes hatched by the 
leaders of imperialism in the years 
after the Russian civil war. Suffice 
it to say that no attack mterialized 
until the bourgeoisie adopted their 
present tadtics. 


What is the essence of these pre— 
sent tactics? The forging of a pro- 
digious, powerful Fascist German war 


machine to serve as thd spearhead of 
an attack on the Soviet Unione No sem 
ment of world capitalism other than 


Germany had the necessary material bas- 
is and geographically strategic situa~ 
tion for sucha role. With the Nazi- 
fication of Germany — the essence of 
which was the crushing of the Géiman 
working class — the epoch of build 
ing the Fascist German war machine be- 
gan. Assisted by British,American and 
French imperialism, the German war m— 
chine under Nazi rule grew by leaps 
and bounds. But more, all Europe had 
to be mobilized under the Nazi club:the 
German forces had to be brought to the 
border of the Soviet Union with their 
Europe@n rear subdued and producing for 
the Hitler hordes. Gradually, FEurope 
was turned over to policing by Hite 
ler's forces. In the notorious Munich 
days, the path for Hitler to the East 
was cleared by the "democratic" im. 
perialists virtually openly. Austria, 
even before Munich, and then Czecho- 
slovakia were brought under Nazi po-~ 
licing with the thinly disguisei con- 
nivance of the "democratic" imperialists. 


Such a policy could not be con~ 
tinued indefinitely without repercus= 
sions dangerous for the "democratic" 
capitalists. Mass sentiment against 
the Nazis increased daily to huge pro=- 
portions. The more the "democratic"! 
rulers,under the guise of appeasement, 
ereased the path for Hitier, the more 
intensely anti-Hitler was tne frame of 
mind of the masses in the bourgeois= 
democracies. The "democratic" fulers, 
to disguise their policy, were con- 
strained to talk "anti-Hitler."” Al-= 
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ready in the Munich days, the bouxr 
geoisie, particularly in France, em 
gaged in measures that looked - ‘very 
much like an impending war againstHit- 
ler. Millions of soldiers were mobile 
ized and were apparently all set to be 
hurled against Hitler's troops. The 
Munich days! war threat against Hite 
ler proved to be a sham, for it was 
immediately followed by the announce 
ment of the Munich Pact under the cove 
er of which the imperialists sanction= 
ed Hitler's drive to the East. 


In the Munich period the collu- 

sion of the "democratic" rulers with 
Hitler was only thinly disguised. Many 
radical workers sensed in part at 
least that the hoise of "war" against 
Hitler was a fraud. Though inthe 1938 
period one part of the Shaehtman—Can- 
“non line was that an imperialist war 
was brewing, the other part, that of 
an imperialist attack on the Soviet Un- 
ion, was given the status of an "alten 
native" by them. Shachtman and Can 
non were compelled to indicate, and at 
times in no uncertéin terms, what had 
actually occurred at Munich. Under the 
heading "Pact Menaces Russia" they 
wrote: 


At Munich, Chamberlain, Dala~ 
dier, Mussolini, and Hitler came 
together {n recognition of the fact 
that nothing could be more fatal to 
all of them than the outbreak of an 
inter-imperialist war which none of 
their regimes would - survive,'! 

(Socialist Appeal, October 3, 1938, 
Pe tk 


This statement is sober fact which the 
Trotskyite leaders quietly buried lat- 
er at the crucial moment. The above~ 
named four imperialist gentlemen (and 
the successors of the now-defunct pair 
or "democrats") elaborated a tactic to 
solve their problem. 


The problem they faces was a 
three-sided one. They had to paralyze 
the healthy anti-Fascist sentiment of 
the masse8, particularly in France and 
England. There was the need of 
world imperialism to spread the Fascist 
form of rule universally to safeguard 
the shaking grip of capitalism. Third- 
ly there was the necessity of enabling 
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German imperialism to organize and 
plunge &gainst the Soviet Union, ™h 
increasing anti-Nazi animus of the nas-- 
ses in the "demorracies" prevented an 
open alliance of Britain, Franc3., Gsr~ 
many and Italy. The "democratic" lead- 
ers had to adopt a cloak of "opposi- 
tion" to Hitler. This cloak had to be 
decorated finally with the pretense of. 
actually making war on Hitler. This 
pretense was officially launched on 
September 3, 1939 upon Hitler's inva~ 
sion of Poland. 


We have already outlined how the 
monstrous Nazis were given a free ham 
to drive into Poland. The most basic 
task of imperialism, however, prelim= 
inary to the attack on the dov- 
iet Union, was the crushing 
of the French masses who stood asa 
deadly threat to the Nazi rear and to 
imperialism in general. for the im» 
perialists to hurl the Na%i army 
against the Soviet Union while on the 
Western "Front" there was a phoney war 
& Sitzkrieg, was obviously out of the 
question. Such a situation would have 
created a fierce crisis, especially in 
France, because the French workers, 
predominantly pro-Soviet and class 
conscious, would not have stood idly 
by while Hitler's troops tore toward 
Leningrad and Moscow, First and fore~ 
most, therefore, the imperiahists were 
under compulsion to cyush and decimate 
the French masses in order to elimin= 
ate the danger spot in the rear of the 
Nazi war machine. In May-June 1940 
this was accomplished, as we have show 
above, by opening the gates for Hite 
ler's forces to enter France and actas 
@ bloody gendarme in the Fascist ene 
slavement of the French proletariat. 
The connection between the Fascization 
of France, @ process which the whole 
of world imperialism organized,and the 
attack on the Soviet Union is a funda~ 
mental one which must be understood or 
the whole policy of imperialism in the 
present period will remain a mystery. 


With the French masses paralyzed 
by the belief that there was or 
would be real war against the Naziarny, 
the task of opening the gates of France 
for Hitler was an easy one, The no=~ 
tion that there was "war between 
France and Germany" was crucial in pro- 


ducing the calamity which befell the 
French workers in 1940. This eéitrapn 
ping illusion was spread by the imper- 
jalists, by the liberals, and by every 
opportunist tendency in the working 
class ranks from the Comintern to the 
Trotskyites and Social Democracy. The il- 
lusion of "war" shielded the imperial- 
ists! machinations with Hitler for 
bringing the Nazis into France. Had 
the French workers possessed the real~- 
ization that the noise of "war" was a 


cover for collusion of their capital- 
ists and the Nazis, they would have 
cast off their deceivers and would 


have been able to take steps to defend 
themselves @gainst all their oppres— 
sors. As it was, the French msses, 
centered in and about the French "demo- 
cratic" army, and drugged with the be- 
lief that a real war was being waged 
against the Nazi Army, were a helpless 
body that could be mde to fall back 
without resistance on orders from tne 
treacherous"democratic" rulers, while 


the Nazis "captured" fortress after 
fortress in @& few hours and finally 
rushed into Paris, the heart of the 


proletariat of France, The bourgeoiste, 


for the time being at least, had suc- 
ceeded in warding off civil war 
which would have been inevit- 


able if they had attempted any other 
method of installing @ Fascist regime 
in France. 


At the same time, Hitler's pre- 
parations for the assault on the Sov- 
iet Union were whipped into shape. 
With the rapid Fascization of France, 
@ll Europe became a source of supplies 
for the Nazis, 2 vast factory ranging 
from Scandinavia to Spain, from Portu- 
gal to Poland. Officially or unoffi-~ 
cially, openly or covertly, Huropean 
capitalism was tied to the Nazi war 
machine, In June 1941, the military 
attack on the Soviet Usion commenced, 
bringing to life the two-decade ardent 
dream of world imperialism. 


ve * we 
HERE is a unique feature of pre~ 
sent-day bourgeois rule which 

must never be lost sight of. Today, 
the very existence of the capitalist 
system as a whole hinges on the pre- 
servation of Fascist rule. Should the 
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Fascist regime collapse in Germany, the 
unleashing of a vast, all-~European 
revolutionary gppheaval would be tac di. 
rect consequence. Should Japanese 
Fascist rule collapse, a revolutionary 
upheaval would be unleashed in Asia, 
Today, Fascism is the club which im- 
perialism holds over the masses of the 
whole world. Let the Fascist rezime 
in Europe fall, and the masses of 
France, of the entire Balkans, of Nor- 
way, of Poland, of the Ukraine, of the 
Baltic countries would shake them 
selves loose and embark upon action 
which would shake the entire system of 
Capitalism to its foundations. The 
masses of Italy and Spain would not be 
far behind in this social uvheaval. 
The mounting wave would sweep into 
England, into Asia, Africa and even 
into the Western Hemisphere. The Rus— 
sian masses would be inspired to throw 
off their opportunists, burocratic op- 
pressors and return to the Marxian 
path of 1917, thus in turn giving add- 
ed power to the revolutionary sweep in 
the collapsing capitalist world, Fi- 
nal usccess for the proletariat would 
depend, of course, on the development 
of a true Bolshevik leadership. In 
any case, the prospect of the collapse 
of the Nazi regime strikes terror in 
the heart of the bourgeois rulers 
throughout the world, 

In 1914 the. situation was quite 
different. No one form of 
bourgeois rule dominated Burope as 
does the Nazi regime now, The fall of 
the Caar did not yet mean a proletari- 
an revolution throughout Europe anid 
the rest of the gloee. The imperialist 
war continued for over a year and a 
half after the Czar had fallen, showing 
that imperialism still had plenty of 
power left. The fall of the Kaiser 
and the establishment of the Weimar 
Republic yielded the masses little or 
nothing. World capitalist rule grew 
unstable in general after the Bolshe— 
vik Revolution, but this instability, 
while a serious threat to capitalism, 
never reached the prodigious propor- 
tions which will inevitably be witness- 
ed if the Nazi dictatorship crumbles. 
The crucial, central position of the 
Nazi regime in the system of world 
capitalism today is a fundamental fact 
which keeps the imperialists of all 
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stripes highly anxious to ward off 
real dangers to the power of the Nazis. 
It is a tormenting paradox for the 

capitalists that Nazi Germany which 
must serve them as their spearhead is 

at the same time probably the most un- 

stable segnent of world capitalism. 

Without broad, unstinting support from 

the capitalists on all sides, bour— 

geois rule in Germany, and in particu- 

lar the Hitler regime, would have 

crumbled long ago. German capitalism 

has been given the greatest reaction~ 

ary task in its entire history, namely 
the policing of virtually all Europe 

and the destructiog, of the Soviet Un- 

ion. For sucha task the Hitlerites 

need the suvport of all the imperial-~ 

ists and to date the Nazis have not 

failed to find it. 
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HE imperialist bourgeoisie have 
developed a new and most dan-~ 


gerous weapon. In previous articles 
we have termed this weapon interna— 
tional Kornilovism. By this term of 


analogy we have indicated a method of 
spreading Fascism across the interna 


tional scene by the collusion of the 
"democratic' and the Fascist capital~ 
ists under the guise of a sham war. 
The historical source of the analogy 


is the Kornilov situation in Russia in 
1917 wherein the"denocratic" Provision~ 
al Government of Kerensky, while pre— 
tending to mobilize the masses against 
the Czarist general, Kornilov, actual- 
ly had a secret agreement with Kornil~ 
ov to open the gates of Petrograd for 
his troops to enter, massacre the 
revolutionary workers, and put an end 
to the crisis threatening bourgeois 
rule, The attempt of making use of 
Fascist forces by "democracy" to crush 
a danger to capitalist dictatorship in 
that case was limited to a single 
national scene. Today this method has 
been developed to the wringin;s of Fas- 
cist hordes across various national 
boundaries. 


Ld * * 


HE interests of the working 

class demand a genuine war 

against the Fascist gendarme of capit- 
alism. Both the imperialists and the 
epportunists within the working class 
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fear such a war because it will unm. 


leash the revolution. The Stalinist 
Comintern, to safeguard the burocrat— 
ic regime in the Soviet Union, does 


not dare to reveal to the masses that 
the Russian toilers alone are carrying 
on a military resistence to the Fas~ 
cist invaders. 


When Shachtman cooks up a list of 
"battledilike the one he pithfied against 


the position of TH# BULLETIN, he acts 
as a press agent for the imperialists 
and the Comintern burocrats. What do 
the imperialist mouthpieces do to 


counter—act possible suspicions on the 
part of the workers? Precisely what 
Shachtman does. They point to the 
"fighting" in the supposed “wart 
against the Fascist powers. They cry, 
Why, what about the Battle of Norway, 
the Battle of fFrance, the Battle of 
Malaya, the Battle of Burmaj Tho 

mythical character of these "battles" 
is concealed by the "Marxist" Shacht~ 
man, who thus aids the enemy class to 
continue with its pretenses. 


It is not an accident that Shacht-— 
man is compelled to concoct "arguments" 
against the line of TH# BULLETIN. ‘The 
workers who follow Shachtman are pole 
itically advanced and capable of un- 
derstanding class forcese Such workers 
are amongst those who may arrive first 
at a true insight into the real policy 
of world imperialism todaye They can- 
not help obeerving the innumerable 
"queer" events since September 1939. 
THE BULLETIN offers a wealth of con. 
crete, documentary material exposing 
the real source of the "queerness" of 
these events. Invariably, questions 
about the actual nature of the so. 
called "Second Imperialist War" will 
be ovoked in the mind of Shachtman's 
follewers. It is to lull asleep the 
searching and inquiring tendencies of 
his followers that Shachtman has to 


engage in verbal antics above all ty 
prevent the analytic thinking of his 


followers from being turned upon his 
political career, and upon the opvor— 
tunist role of the Trotsky tendency as 
a whole. 


It is of prime importance for the 
proletariat to break out of its drug 
ged condition into which it has been 
put in these perilous times by its op- 
portunist leaders. The key to success— 


ful resistence to the class oenamy is 
t9 understand his real policy, to see 
through the pretenses with wh&t¢h:.-he 
hides his machinations, and to fore. 
stall the realization ef his schemes. 
The "Marxists" of the Shachtman vari- 
ety prevent the werkers from acquiring 


the necessary political understanding. - 
They stand in the way of cpenirg a 
genuine war against Fascism, savior of 
imperialist oppressicn and slaverye 


Je Co Santer 
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Is September 1939 Hugo Oehler's pa- 
per, the Zighting Worker, asser- 
ted with assurance that "The new im 
perialist war has begun}/" Browéer's 
Baily Werker, Cannon's and Shachtman's 
Booialist Appeal and other publica- 
tions claiming to be Marxist also de- 
clared, positively, that the world was 
confronted with a new imperialist war 
similar in political nature to the war 
of 1914-1918, 


Oehler's paper fairly quivered 
with excitement and scientific-sound- 
ing explanations about this "new im- 
perialist war,."* England and Germany 
were fighting — so said Oehler — for 
the domination of Burope. The stakes 
which brought the British and German 
imperialists to a "new imperialist war’ 
were rubber, oil, colonies: 


“Behind the words 'independence 
for Poland! is the fight of British 
imperialism against the German in~ 
perialists for the domination of 
Burope; behind these words lies the 
struggle over o11 and rubber, coal 
and iron,copper and manganese, col~ 
onies and fields of investments," 


(fighting Worker,September 15,1939) 


According to Oehler, England was 
out to protect its wealth in the Yar 
East? 


"What Bhgland is after is gafe- 
guarding the rubber and tin of Brit~ 
ith poor Borneo, etc.* (Ibid,, 
Pe 2 


To those advanced workers whose 
thoughts went back to 1914-1918 this 
interpretation appeared sound. 


We on our part had a different 
view of the relations between the Brit- 
ish and the German imperialists. The 
experience of previous years had show 
that the policy of the British imperi- 
@lists was not to make war on German 
imperialism. Chamberlain, representing 
the. policy of British, and in 4 sense 
of world imperialism, had pursued an 


obvious policy of collaboration with 
Hitler, indicating that there was a 
plan to use German imperialism as a 
spearhead in an attack upon the Soviet - 
Union. 50 that when Chamberlain de~ 
Cclared war on Nazi Germany,we analyzed 
that paper declaration as a sham, a 
cloak for continued collaboration be~ 
tween the "democratic" and Fascist im 
perialists along the lines of the 
above-indicated plan and policy. 


Whose prognosis did the unfolding 
events vindicate —the Oehlerite prog- 
no@is of an imperialist battle for do- 
mination of MBurope, of the world, as 
in 1914-18 or ours which spoke of con~ 
timed collaboration of the imperial-~ 
iets disguised by a sham war} 


The ensuing history recorded a 
Sitzkrieg among the big imperialists 
who, according t Oehler, had 
embarked on @& ruthless struggle for 
supremacy. Meanwhile, the Nazis, 
their hands free, raged through Poland 
which received no aid from its "allies," 
except "advice" to abandon its border 
fortifications ( New York Times , 
September 10, 1939) and established a 
common frontier with the Soviet Union. 


ds the events developed,the Nazis 
occupied Norway, the Low Countries, 
France, the Balkans without even 4 
show of real resistance being offered 
by the "democratic" imperialists. lLa~ 
ter on @ similar picture was witnessed 
in the Far Fast. 


This development put a kink into 
Oehler's thesis of an imperialist 
struggle for woPld domination. It is 
® queer struggle for the mastery of the 
world when one vamp" turns over to the 
"rival camp? the most vital stakes. 
Oehler, as others, was compelled to 
bridge the gap between his 1939 thesis 
and the concrete unfolding of events. 
He did this by means of a clever m- 
neuver. He could not conceal the fact 
that Burope was turned over by the de- 
mooraticY imperialists to their "foes," 
the Fascist policemens But he had to 
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explain this fact, which does not jibe 
with the thesis of imperialist struggle 
for mastery of the world. Continuing 
to hang on to the thesis, he asserted 
that the "democratic" imperialists did 
that out of fear of the workers and 
colonial slaves, Three ycars after 
the Chamberlain war declaration,Oehler 
addressed the workers as follows: 


"The ‘democratic! sapitaliste 
practically handed over Europe to 
Hitler, and retreated before Japan 
in the Far East, for fear of the 
workers and colonial slaves. Their 
seemingly insane maneuvers in re- 
cent years, in time of 'peace’ and 
in time of war, have one main pur- 


pose: to stave off as far as pos~ 
sible, at whatever cost your rise 
to power." (Fighting Worker, Sept. 
19, 1942. My emphasis - GM.) 
Let us piece together Oehler's 


positions. In September 1939 he stated 
that the "democratic" imperialists had 
entered into a war for domination of 
Europe against the so-called Axis. In 
1942 he "explained" that fear of the 
toilers made them turn over Europe to 
this same Axis. What logical deduc— 
tion can be drawn from such positions 
of Oehler? It would seem that in Sep~ 
tember1939 the "democratic" imperial- 

ists did not fear the toilers and 
therefore embarked upon a war for the 
mastery of the world; but then they 
were caught short by a sudden fear of 
the workers and proceeded to turn over 
Europe and then the Far East to the 
Fascist executioners, This deduction 


follows quite logically from Oehler's 
position, but not from actual lifel 


The fact is, the imperialists feared 
the toilers before September 1939 as 
well as after, If, as Oehler says, 
such fear caused them to turn over the 
Continent of Europe to the Fascist 
hangmen, how could they, possessed by 
this fear, have plunged into such se-~ 
rious business as an imperialist war? 


Oehler's pomition, beginning with 
the alleged outburst of an imperialist 
struggle"for the domination of Europeft 
for markets, colonies, etc., and end~ 
ing with one of the imperialist groups 
turning over its alleged objectives to 
the other imperialist group, is self~ 
contradictory. The story of the capi-~ 


talist fear of the toilers as used by 
Qehler is a vertal trick and explains 
nothing. As a matter of fact, this 
fear was a constant factor, particu- 
larly since the October Revolution when 
the capitalists had an objective les— 
son in the overthrow of the bourgeoisie 
by the workers. Oehler himself admits 
that the "seemingly insane maneuvers! 
of the imperialists "in recent years" 
both "in time of 'peace'™ — meaning 
the period before September 1939 —and 
in time of what Oehler calls war — 
meaning after September 1939 — were 
motivated precisely by this fear of 
the toilers, What did these "seeming- 
ly insane maneuvers in recent years," 
represent both before and after Sept— 
ember 1939? They represented a policy 
pursued by all the imperialist powers 
of opening the path for the world-wide 
spread of Fascism and pushing the Fas-~ 
cist spearhead against the Soviet Union 
and the toiling masses. Interestingly 
enough, some years ago, specifically 
in 1933, Oehler was writing precisely 
along these lines, He was prognosti- 
cating explicitly that German Fascism 
would be used as a spearhead by the 
imperialist powers for an assault 
against the working class and the So- 
viet Unions 


"A Fascist victory and the defeat 
of the German proletariat would lay 
the basis for the ironing out the 
most pressing contradictions stand 
ing in the way of the imperialist 
war on the Soviet Union. Fascist 
Germany and American capital, with 
the other imperialists,would trans- 
form their economic war into a mi- 
litary war against the Soviet Union, 
using Fascism as the spearhead of 
attack, In the post-war period, de~ 
feated Germany stood in the way of 
@ well organized military operation 
and direct attack upon the Soviet 
Union. A Fascist Germany eliminates 
the sharpest expression of this con 
tradiction." (Hugo Oehler, The Mi~ 
litant, February 23, 1933) 


And some days before he had de- 
Clared that capitalism required an 
agreement between American imperialism 
and Fascist Germany for an attack upon 
the Soviet Union and the toiling mas~ 
ses’ 


"A working agreement between Ger~ 


fl 


man Yascism and American imperial- 
ism is necessary for capitalism to 
utilize the Fascist hordes against 
the working class and the Soviet U- 
nion." (Hugo Oehler, The Militant, 
February 17, 1933) 


Without a word of repudiation or 
explanation, Oehler has resolutely 
turned his back upon the old prognosis 
and clings to the new one of 1939 and 
is 'tteaching" the workers the lessons 
of the presant period inline with this 
new thesis. 


* % " 


MY of the most vital lessons 

which workers should learn to- 
day is the lesson of France, The fate~ 
ful course of events in France strik- 
ingly refuted Oehler's 1939 thesis of 
the new imperialist war. The bourgeois 
correspondents themselves reported 
that there was really no such event as 


"The Battle of fFrance."" <A million 
French, British, Belgian and Dutch 
troops were withdrawn by the "Allied! 


command to the Channel, a corridor was 
opened up by the Anglo~French command, 
‘and a small Nazi army estimated by 
capitalist reporters as numbering about 
sixty thousand rolled through to the 
Channel, Many of these Fascist troops 
were mounted on motorcycles. In police~ 
like fashion they were reported to have 
dashed along the roads and across un= 
damaged vital bridges meeting no resist~ 
ance from the "Allies." Town after 
town was occupied by the Nazis without 
anything resembling actual war, such 
as is raging today in the Soviet Union. 
Sedan was occupied by the Nazis with 
no defense by French imperialism. And 
such a mighty fortress as Verdun was 
entered and passed by the Nazis in 
twenty~four hours}! But Oehler had his 
own idea about this. In keeping with 
his story that the Anglo-French imper~ 
falists set out to fight Nazi Germany 
for domination of Burope, he told the 
workers that German imperialism fought 
every inch of its way,, implying that 
the Anglo-French imperialists were re~ 
sisting every inch of the way: 


"The use of men and material has 
now reached huge proportions and 
every hour more are being consumed 
on both sides, The German imperial- 
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ist victories cannot be belittled, 
but we must take into consideration 
the fact that England has not yet 
fought her own battle. While Bri- 
tain has fought to the last man of 

Poland, Norway, Holland and Belgium 
and now even France is used to help 
exhaust German imperialism while the 
latter has fought every inch of the 
way. . ." (Fighting Worker, June l, 
1940. My emphasis — G.I. 


Today, of course, after virtually 
ereyy advanced worker clearly grasped 
that this was not the case, Oehler, 
without Yrepudiating & single one of 
his false evaluations, admits, guard 
edly,that the "democratic" capitalists 
practically handed over Europe to Hit~ 
ler, This is a far cry from fighting 
every inch of the way] Fighting every 
inch of the way implies terrific re~ 
sistence, But today Oehler says the 
French general staff turned over France 
to the Nazi butchers: 


"The general staff, rather face 
the revolt of the masses at home, 
turned the nation over to the German 

vader." (Fighting Worker, Deeem- 
ber 15, 1942, My emphasis - G.M.) 


Such @ policy certainly could not 
and naturally did not put German impe- 
rialism into the position of fighting 
"every inch of the way." 


Oehler's contradictions have late- 
ly multiplied, At first he averred 
that England set out to fight for the 
domination of SEurope. Then, in the 
face of a different development he 
made & veiled admission that the "demo~ 
cratic" capitalists allowed Hitler to 
occupy Burope. Now he comes out with 
a profound~looking "analysis" that the 
aims of the Allies is to sm4sh into 
the Nazi-policed Europes 


"The present strategy of the Al~ 
lies is to complete the three-quar- 
ter ring around Hitler's Europe and 
then start smashing into this en~ 
closure from two or more points by 
Spring." (Fighting Worker, January 
15, 1943) 


Whatj Has the threat of the toil-~ 
ing masses diminished and the capital~ 
ist system acquired a measure of sta- 


bility to the point where the "demo- 
cratic" capitalists can venture to 
open @ real fight for the domination 
of Europe? Not at all. Oehler hin-~ 
self admits that capitalism is weaken—- 
ing and revolution is growing closer: 


"The capitalist chain is weaken- 
ing in a dozen differant spots,. 
The spectre of revolution, particu~ 
larly behind Axis lines, but also 
behind Allies lines, is becoming 
ever more insistent. The Social 
Revolution has already bobbed its 
head in India, France, Italy and 
Yugoslavia, in Latvia,Esthonia, Po- 
land, and in a dozen minor revolts 
and rebellions." (Ibid.) 


And in another place Oehler is 
even more outspoken, He freely pre- 
dicts that by Spring, at the very time 
when, according to his other predic- 
tion, the "Allies" will start smashing 
into the Nazi-~occupied Europe, there 
will be uprisings of the workers in 
several important countries: 


"We think this winter will be 
very important for social unrest 
and revolutionary development. At 
the latest,this spring will unleash 
proletarian and colonial revolts in 
several important countries." (In- 


ternational News,January 1943, p.9) 


Such is Oehler's treacherous net~- 
work of contradictions and confusion, 
to entangle the mind of the workers in 
order to make them believe in the myth 
that the capitalist states are embroil- 
ed in an "imperialist war" among them 
selves. 


In Lenin's day there was a real 
imperialist war. At that time the 
most subtle form of opportunist fakery 
was the pretense that it was a war for 
democracy, for national independence, 
for civilization,a war to end all wars, 
and similar deceptive shibboleths. 
All that fakery served the imperialists 
who carried on a re@l war for the re~ 
division. of the globe and really fought 
every inch of the way. Today, in a to- 
tally different set-up of inter—impey 
jalist relations, to say it is an im- 
perialist wa¥ may sound terribly Lenin- 
ist, but it serves imperialism to keep 
alive the deception that a real strug= 
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gle is takimg place between the "demo- 
cratic" end the Fascist powers for the 
mastery of the world. 


Today the greatest deception 
inculcated into the minds of the most 
advanced workers by the Cannonites, 
Shachtmanites and Oehlerites is the il~ 
lusion of the "Second World Imperial~ 
ist War."' The best workers of France 
paid with their lives because of this 
deception. They imagined their bour— 
geoisie fought Nazi Germany, they be- 
lieved that in the process of that 
fight,as in Russia in 1917, the French 
masses would cease supparting the bour= 
geoisie and establish a workers! repub— 
LUG. They were taken completely off 
guard. Reality was the very opposite 
from what the pseudo-Marxists told 


them. Instead of fighting against the 
German imperialists, the French bour-— 
geoisie worked with them all along, 


opened the gates of France, and before 
the workers realized what was happen— 
ing they were overwhelmed by the Ges- 
tapo which saved the neck of the French 
bourgeoisie. 


Only a weal war against the inter 
national Fascist gendarme of world 
capitalism can save the working class 
from @ savage military—industrial slaw 
ery of the type set up by Hitler. 


It may seem that the Soviet Union 
is carrying on such a real war today. 
Although in contrast to the phoney war 
among the capitalist powers, the mili- 
tary struggle in the Soviet Union is 
actual war, yet, owing to the fact 
that Stalin's policy which guides this 
fight is opportunist, this policy in 
essence is a safeguard for Fascism. 
Only based upon a true revolutionary 
policy can the war against Fascism be 
real. 


dn. understanding of the basic 
facts of the present period is essen- 
tial for the workers if they are to 
escape the terrible fate of the French 
and other workers — if they are to 
rescue all the oppressed from persecu- 
tion and slavery. <A clear-cut break 
with all opportunist forces which con 
ceal the true nature of the so-called 
"Second World Imperialist War," ®t.1 
d a 2eak war 
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4 SIGNIFICANT PHRASE FROM TROTSKY'S PEN 


N 1932, against the sombre back~ 
ground of a decade of Stalinist 

ravages, Trotsky penned a pamphlet 

"The Suppressed Testament of Lenin." 

The work contains many pieces of valu~ 

able information. In connection with 

our investigation of Trotsky's role in 

the Stalinist development we have 

often quoted passages from the pamph- 

let. In it there oesurs a phrase 

which never arrested our eye, never 

held any special meaning to us until 

after we had read an article by Trot- 

sky published in Liberty in August 

1940. Historically this 1940 article 

represents one of the most startling 

revelations of the crimes of Stalinism. 
Coming as it did eight years after 
Trotsky's pamphlet which dealt with 
Lenin's Testament, his article in 
Liberty shed a ghastly light on the 

phrase under discussion. 


The contents of the article "Did 
Stalin Poison Lenin?" point unmistak- 
ably to a positive answer to the ques- 
tion raised in the title. In the text 
Trotsky quite openly tells the story 
of howl secretly proposed that 
poison be sent to Lenin alleging that 
Lenin had asked him for it to end his 
suffering, Trotaly otesrly tniemates 
that Statin's altepattonsAdout-Leninls 
Yfoguestt. for poison were fruntilent, 
Ota thet Lenin’s déath 1n 1984 cams-a0f 
As the ragult of a stroke,as the whole 
world was led to believe, but as the 
result of poisoning by the treacherous 
conspirator, Stalin. According to Trot~ 
sky, Stalin himself took charge of 
the autopsy. Trotsky subtly adds 
that the physicians did not search for 
poison ~ a strange statement to make, 
especially in view of his remark "They 
unéerstood that politics stood above 
medicine." Striking, too, are Trot <- 
sky's words about Stalin's flunkey Ya~ 
goda, a pharmicist by profession who 
according to Trotsky possessed a cab- 
inet of poisons] The attitude of Zis- 


oviev and Kamenev, Stalin’s partners 
in the Triumvirate they established 
during Lenin's illness, was no 1.358 
remarkable: "They avoided all discus: 
sion of Lenin's death." Bucharin how~ 
ever, according to Trotsky made 
"strange allusions" as follows: "'0h, 
you don't know Koba (Stalin),! he 
said with his frightened smile. 'Koba 
is capable of anything. '" 


Used by Stalin as a scapegoat for 
seventeen years, Trotsky published the 
article "Did Stalin Poison Lenin?" 
after an attempt on his life by a gang 
of Stalinists in his Mexican home in 
1940, Very likely the cup of his 
patience with Stalin had overflowec. 
This article brought to us with re- 
doubled force the understanding of the 
depth and blackness of the Stalinist 
degeneration and of Trotsky's part in 
it. And then, in rereading Trotsky's 
pamphlet, "The Suppressed Testament of 
Lenin" written eight years earlier, 
we were startled by the phrase which 
prior to the appearance of the article 

Did Stalin Poison Lenin?" had only a 
figurative meaning to use Contrasting 
Sverdlov with Stalin as two types of 
organizers, Trotsky wrote that signi- 
ficant phrase which we are putting in 
capital letters for emphasis: 


“When at the tenth congress, two 
years, after the death of Sverdlov, . 
Zinoviev and others, not without a 
hidden thought of the struggle 
against me, supported the candidacy 
of Stalin for General Secretary — 
that is, placed him de jure in the 
position which Sverdlov had occupied 
de facto ~ Lenin spoke in a small 
circle against this plan, express=- 
ing his fear that 'this eook will 
prepare only bitter dishes.' That 
phrase alone, taken in connection 
with the character of Sverdlov, 
shows us the difference between the 
two types of organizers: theone 
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tireless in smoothing over con- 
flicts, easkag the work of the col~ 
legium, and the other a specialist 
in bitter dishes - NOT EVEN AFRAID 
TO SPICE THEM WITH ACTUAL POISON.® 
(The Suppressed Testament of Lenin, 
p. 22) 


Thus, in 1932 Trotsky wrote that 
Stalin was not afraid to put actual 
poison into bitter dishes}! Into whose 
food Stalin put poison Trotsky did not 
even distantly indicate they. The 
connection of this signigicant phrase 
With the article "Did Stalin Poison 
Lenin?" is obvious. The phrase was a 
clear dig at Stalin and was understood 
only by him and those who knew the 
actual details of Lenin's death as 
later described by Trotsky in his 
Liberty article. To the workers Trot- 
sky's intent in writing this strange 
phrase could not possibly be apparent. 
They could hardly take it ld&terally, 
least of allin connection with Lenin's 
death, Nowhere in the entire mass of 
information of all shades was there 
ever the remotest hint implicating 
Stalin or anyone else in Lenin's death. 
Then, sixteen years after Lenin's 
death and eight years after the appear- 
ance of that queer phrase, came the 
open hint from Trotsky. The principal 
witness of the Stalinist degeneration, 
Trotsky stood in the very thick of the 
situation surrounding Stalin's rise to 
power, When Trotsky in 1940 published 
the shocking article "Did Stalin 
Poison Lenin?" he was virtually the 
sole survivor of the limited number of 
people who were intimate associates of 
both Lenin and the Trio (Stalin~-Zino- 
viev-Kamenev). If there was a man in 
1940 who Imew better than anyone else, 
Outside, of course, of Stalin himself, 
whether Stalin actually poisoned Lenin, 
it was Trotsky. When Trotsky asked a 
question in the title of the article 
in Diberty he was fully aware that he 
alone in the entire eapitalist world 
could supply the precise answer. Using 
cautious words he does supply the 
answer. 

Trotsky was a powerful figure in 
the Soviet Union. He was extremely 
popular with the workers at home and 
abroad even after Lenin's death and 
for some years during the steady rise 
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of Stalin to personal démination ard 
tyranny. Had he during his popularity 
made public the details of the "poison 
consultation" as well as the mysteri- 
ous circumstances in which Lenin sud~ 
denly died, the whole world would have 
been ablaze with excitemmat, The re- 
volutionary proletariat of the Soviet 
Union would have been aroused, The 
arrest of Stalin, Yagoda and others 
and the investigation of the true 
cause of Lenin's unexpected death 
would have been the logical result. 
There can be no doubt Trotsky clearly 
understood this and for some "mysteri- 
oug" reason saved Stalin's neck by 
keeping silent. What caused him to 
maintain silence for sixteen years and 
come out with the shocking hints and 
inmiendos only when he had been. com= 
pletely shorn of all power and of his 
former popularity and therefore could 
cause no sensation with such revela= 
tions has been clear to us trough our 
examination of his role in the buroce 
ratic degeneration of the Soviet Union. 


In connection with Trotsky's 
article "Did Stalin Poison Lenin?" one 
would think that Cannon and Shachtman, 
both setting up the claim of being the 
authentic anti~Stalinists in the work 
ers camp, would have seized upon the 
statements of their own chief to use 
them as @ weapon against Stalin. The 
least one could expect from them would 
be some sort of comment on that arte 
icle. But, no, the Trotskyite leaders 
have maintained an unbroken silence 
throughout the two anda half years 
since the publication of that article. 


In this instance, as in numerous 
others, the policy of hushing up is 
the only way out for them. Indaed, 
without destroying the halo of ideale 
ization with which they invested Trot- 
sky's name they cannot very well dis~ 
pose of the matter by declaring that 
Trotsky's article is a pack of lies. 
On the other hand, should they ack- 
KoWledge Trotsky's open hint of assas- 
sination of Lenin by the Usurper, the 
most embarrassing question arises. They 
would have to explain why Trotsky kept 
mum for so many years, why he did not 
expose Stalin immediately after the 
plotter broached the proposition of sqmd- 
ing poison to Lenin. The true answer 


to these questions can never be given by ment in power. 
the fTrotskyite leaders for to do s0 
would disclose Trotsky's real role in 


the burocratic intrigues for power 


conducted by the Politburo during the * * * 

period of Lenin's illness. The sole 

answer to these questions is,of course, TER all the major features of 
that Trotsky was vitaliy interested in the burocratic degeneration of 
avoiding a scandal during the forma~ the October Revolution, with its dark 
tive stage of Stalinization Decause he plots and intrigues for personal power, . 
himself was very deeply involved in with its assassinations and appalling 
the burocratic intrigues for power in crimes against the masses are unearth 
the Soviet State. dis silence about ed, the story will read like a fright- 
the "poison cousultation," about Len~ ful nightmare, Among the names of the 
in's "bomb! which Lenin entrusted to protagonists of this awful drama, next 
him to explode against Stalin at the to the names of Stalin, Yagoda, Zino- 
Twelfth Congress of the Party (April viev, Kamenev, Bucharin, Rykov and all 
1923), Trotsky's suppression of this the other renegades and criminals, 
"bomb" and his siding with Stalin at will stand the name of Trotsky. The 
that Congress, as the proceedings of Cannons and Shachtmans will continue, 
the Congress clearly show, Trotsky's of course, their policy of hushing up 
participation in the suppression of the damning facts about Trotsky and 
Lenin's anti-Stalin documents, inélud- bamboozling their honest followers with 
ing the famous Testament, Trotsic's Trotsky's and their om fabrications. 
political support to Stalin before and But the work of digging up the true 
even after the Stalinist destruction facts of the gory history of the 
of the best section of the Russian debasement of the October Revolutim 
proletariat which gathered around the will go on. Simtiltaneously will go on 
"Opposition," his support to Stalin the unmasking of the Cannons and 
before and even after the “‘Mozcow Shachtmans who are just an opportunist 


friaha* ati his pro~§takinjo$ s80- by-product of that @ebasement. 
fivaty of two decades masked with ver 

noisy but quite harm&ase (to Btniin’ 

"criticism," was due to his collusion 

with Stalin at the initial stage of 

the burocratic conspiracy for entrench- Golde 
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